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Certaine Anſweres;which Ar Ga ” 
# taker B: D: in bis Treatiſe of the Nas _ 
ture, & vit of Lotrs, 
| _ Bverhts | 
* Arguments in a Dialogne concerning this - 
 Valawfalnes 's Gunes confiilng A 
| in Chances + 
5 And EE: 
| Aunſwetes to his Reaſons alloying Zyby | 
71014 Lutts,as not evill in thengylves. - 
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SHORT AND 
PLAINE DIALOGVE CONs 
CERNING THE VNLAW- 

fulnes ofplayingat Cards, of 
Tables, or any other. - 
Game confiſting 
in chance. 
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ous conſideration of all fuch as 


make conſcience of gall their. 
Wayes, + 
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Tothe right Worthipfull Ma-ly;; 


HC) 
ſter Lionel Madaiſon , Maior , the 11 
Aldermen hus Brethren,and the godly | 5 
Burgeſſes of Newcaſtle vpon 
ne ; IAMES BALMFORD 
wisheth the kingdome of 
God &his righteouſneſſe 
that other things may 
be miniſtred ve 
to them, 
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| | me 
ud Hat which heretefore That yam 


; preponnded z0 YOu ( r12 Y Whi, 


- Worſhipfull & beloved ) tl 14; 
SA Zcaching, dee now publiſh _ 


zo all menby printing,to wit mine opinton| ,.:1 
Si; 


of the nla Games conſifting inl j,i, 
chance. My defire i either information, 'S 2 
if Lerre injudgment , or reformation , off 6; ; 
ſoleud a prattiſe, But whether I erre or 4,, 
20 (which yet I would gladly underitand,ll 6, 

"+ ft Tonght not wteach an vnirmth,thoughT ;1 
"4g 3- #0 Gods glorie ) yet there ts none , zealowth hy 


ndeete againit ſin defiremfrem the hrartf 1 7; 
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8 | Dedicatorie: 
pley offend my brother ,- who ſeeing mey 
vj play,us boldned colon | 
gaming , Imill not play while the work 
feandeth. Which care unto edtfication , iff 
Pal. 50. 4/7, who hane the word in their monthes,| * 
86-17 434 would not be thought to hate to bee: 
form:d , would manife#t in their ſiucer 
| conrſation ; and if 2:2 ang , wha 
Rom.I3 ſhould nat carrie the ſword in vaine,woult 
*5.. 8, doe what they may by law , to baniſh theſe 
<.3. 5.8. forbidden paſt-times , or rather loſt-ti- 
&, c. 25- mes, 1 doubt not, but that preaching ana 
writing azain#t the would more mightily] 
prevaile , and this good would come of it, 
many would applie themſelues to better ex4 
erciſes , there would bee leſſe time miſpent 
in Alchouſes , and Godleſſe proweked 70 
diſpleaſure a24inſt Vs, But theſe things 
. referre to the conſideration of the wiſe,and 
' #hid-my Dialogue ts the indament of the 
EY goahe , chiefly to You, who e 200d fe: 
- wiſheſpecially.' Farewell: From 
my ſtudiethe firſt of lan 
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«42.91 A ſhort and plaine Dialogue 
to bevel Concerning the enlawfulnes 
ir ſanc we of playing at Cards or Tables, 
or any other game Cole 
ies , who liſting of chance. 
ne,moula 
#iſh theſe 
rloſt-ti-} « 
hinz and <A Q 
mightily = > | diem 
me fie SSR Martyr, par. 2 pag-52.5- 
al ©.» bf both 
"p FF: by the Choil lawes,and by the Fathers) are 
things therefore onlanfill, becanſe they depen 
0G ee wpen chance : yet 148 ſatisfied with thas 
8. of the which he writeth of Table-play Mg » Dag: 
00d r 526. b. I would crawe your bu COnfere 
oy ning playing at Tables and Cards. 
Preachex. Saving the indgemend 
of ſo excefienta Diuine, fo farreas 
x 3 can learns out OE word, 
| 4 Gon 
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/” Joh, 8. 


1. Cor, Fhat Lots are net to be ved inſport. 
FP , Preach, Conſider with regard 


$ A Dialogue roncerning 
Cardes aud Tables ſeeme to megithe 
no more lawfull ( though leſſe ofsjre: 
tenſiue) than Dice. For TablesJLo 
playing is no whit the more lawfull|n 
becaule Plato compares the lite of} 9. 
man thereunto,than a theefe is thejth; 
more juſtifiable , hecauſe ChriftIdo 
compareth his ſecond comming, [ſp 


Ih Fwrglaric in the night, Ma. 24.1pt 


ws. Againe, it Dice he wholly na 


Emill$becauſe they wholly depend [te 
-yparchance,then Tables 8& Cards |ſo 


mut 'needes be ſome what euill, pI 
becauſe they fomewhat depend | de 
ypon chanice, Therefore conſider |th 
well this reaſon, which condemaeth 
the one as welas the other : Lots 
are not to bee yſed in ſport ; but 
ames gonliſting in chance as Dice; 
Cardes, Tables,are Lots:therefore 
t to be yſcd in ſport. | 
Prof. Far my better inſtrgition, proue 
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[4 playing at Cards and Tabler | 5 
eto megitheſe :hree things : FirF , that wee 
leſſe ofsjreade not in the Scripture that 
* TablesJLots were vſed but only in ſerious 
e lawfull| matters both by the Ieyes , of: 18. 
e life of]75. and Gentiles, 12. 1. 7. Secondly, 
fe is thejthat a Lot in the nature therof 
2 Chrift}doth as neceffarily ſuppoſe the 
mming, {ſpecial prouidence & determining 
Mat. 24.|preſence of God, as an oath in the 
wholly Jnature therof doth ſuppoſe -the 
depend [teſtifying preſence of God.. Yea 
z Cards |ſo, that ( as inan oath , ſo )ina lot 
t euill, [prayer is expreſſed, or to bee yn- 
depend |derftood , r. Sam. 14. 41. Thirdly, 3« 
onſidex |thartthe properend ofa Lot ( asof 
2maeth | an oath, Heb. 5.15. )is toenda con- 
: Lots |troverſie: and therefore for your 
t; but | bettet inftrugion examine theſe 
s Dice, | reaſons. Whatſaeger direRly, or 
refore | ofitſefe , ar in a ſpeciall manner, 
- | tendeth to the eranckas of the 
name of Gad , is to be yſed religi- 
oufly, Mal. 1, 6. 7. and not to be 
yigd in ſport:as wee are not, to pray 
Ay os 
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rega rd 
theſe 
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x0 A Dialogue concerning. 
'orſweare in ſport , Exod. 20. 7. Eſa h 
20+ 13. ler. 4. 2. but the vie of Lots ea 
directly of it ſelfe, and in aſpeciall _ 
manner tendeth to the aduancing 
of the name of God, in attributing _ 
ro his ſpeciall providence in the W 
whole and immediate diſpoſing © N 
the Lot , and expecting the euent | 
Pro, 16. 33. Att. 1. 24. 20. There 
fore the yſe of Lots is not to be i 

2. -ſport. Againe, weare nct to tempt 
the Almightie by a yaine defire of 
-maniteſtation of his power and ſpe 
ciall pronidence,?{a/. 78. 18. 19. Eſel 

7. 12. Matth, 4. 6. 7. Butby vingl jo, 
Lots in ſport we tempt the almighy 
tie, yaiply deſiring the manitettay ;,, 

of his ſpeciall-prouidence in his im 

3. mediatediſpoling, Thertfore, &c: 
Laſtly,whatſocuer God hath ſanc- the 
tified to a proper end, is not to beef £.. 
peruerted toa worſe, Marth. 27. 12. 4 

13. But God hath ſantified Loty Lin 
_ to a properend , namely toenc 
64 COR® 
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To playing 4t Cards and Tables, 238 
20. 7. Eſa troverlies, Num. 26. SS. Pro.\i8. 18. 
of Lots] efore man is not to peruert 
ſpeciall them to a worle: namely to play, 
moncing) & Dy Playing to get away another 
riburing) 9295 MONEy , which without cons 


» 11 the 


Itrouerſlie is his owne.For the com=- 
mon ſayingis , Size /acro friget buſur, 
Send No gaining,cold gaming. 
There Profeſ. God hath ſandtified Pſalmes to 
MS 1ehe praiſe of his name, bread e wine ro 
repreſent the bodie & bloud of our cruci- 
| 567 DY fed Saniour , which be holie ends: and the 
> J Fn I children of God may ſing Pſalmes to make 
anc 'PE1 themſelues merrie in the Lord, and feed: 
"1 ponbread & wine not only for neceſfitic 
* but to cheere themſelues ; w then ma 
-c : J 19? Gods children recreate themſelues 
'Þ _— lotterie notwithſtanding God (hath ſantt; - 
Bs ras ed the ſame taend a comronerſie? 
Þ p 7. Preach, Becauſe we finde not in 
hrs - the Scriptures any diſpenſation 
ww for recreation by lotterie , as wee 
'7'x | doe for godlie mirth- by fiugi 


« T0 lam. aud for religi Spt%. ol 
toendl ©7744 13 A029 ligio o 
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Iz A Dialogue ronterning 
ber cheering our {clues by ou 
and drinking , Dew#. #. 9. 70. AndF 
therefore (it being withall conſi- 
dered that the ends you ſpeake 
of,be not proper , though holy ) it |-” 
followeth,that God who only diſ- 
poſeth the Lot touching the e- 
went, andistherefore a principal 
ator, is not tobee ſet on worke 
by lotrerie in any cafe,but when 
Of hee diſpenſeth with ys,or giueth ys 
| | leaue fo todoe : But diſpenſation 
for recreation by lotterie cannot 
be shewed, Therefore , &c. 
| Profeſ. Lots may be wſed for profit ina 
matter of right , Num. 26, 55. why |: 
not for pleaſure? ; 
Preach, Then oathes may be vicd 
for pleaſure,for they may fot pros 
fit, in a matter of truth, Exod. 22. 2. 
17. But indeede lots { as oathes ) 
[| are not to bee yſed either for pro- 
| fit orpleaſure , but onely tocnd a 


goutrouverlic, 
f Priff 
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playing &f Cards and Tables, 25 


Et, Ike 
; Profeſ; The wit « exerciſed by Tables 
g; oy hard Cards, therefore they be 110 lots, 


| conf) 7744ch, Yet lotterie is vied by 
-feake (ſting Dice , and by shutlling and 
a \ it (<vrting the Cards before the wir 
nl y diſc is exerciſed. But how doth this 
follow ? Becauſe Cards and Ta- 
ncinall bles bee not naked Lots, confif- 
Wn b « |fing only in chance( as Dice doe ) 
- when IfREy are therefore no lots at all, 
veth vs (though ( being vicd without 
ating cogging , or packing ) they con- 
cannor | bft principally in chance, and the- 
fore from thence they are to 

Z of ing receive their denomination. 
« why $11 which relpect a Lor is called 
Se WT fin LA vi , that is, chance or 
3 | bazard,and Tyra vpon Prow, 16. 
bony faith, To vie Lots "h , yi a Va- 
F E o, | fiable excnt of tome ſenſible 
ohing thing , to determine ſome doubt:- 
full or vncertaine matter , as to 


rhe Ce» 


eL6oyn draw cutts, or to caſt Dice. 
[3,9 But whether you will call Cards 
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T4 | A Dialogue concerning © 
and Tables Lots, or no, you play fing 
with chance or vie Lotterie. Then'f xe 
conſider whether exerciſe of wit fmt 
doth ſanCtifie playing with lotte=+hrd 
rie, or playing with lotterie make þxce; 
ſuch excercifing of wit,afinne, Z:z: þ gc 
2.73.14: For as a calling God to | a 
witnes by vaine ſwearing isa finne, fame 
2, Coy. 7.13. ſomakingGod an vm- | py, 
pire,by playing with lotterie, muſt þ z. þ 
needs be a finne: yea, ſuch a fin as-Þprle. 
maketh the offender [in ſome reſ- | py 
pects ) more blame-worthy. For gom! 
there be more occaſions of ſweas ſh 
ring than of lotterie. Secondly, 
raine oathes moſt commonly {lip 
out at vnawares, whereas lots can- 
not be yſed but with deliberation. 
Thirdy , ſwearing is to fatiſfie 
other, wheras this k ind of lotterie 
is altogether to fulfill our own 
luſt. Therefore take heede , that 
you: bee not guiltie of peruerting' Ulecre 
the orditiance ofthe Lord, of tas 

| King 


| Hhing at Cards and Tables. Ty” 
n play ing the name of Godin vaine,and 
Then'ff rempring the Alwightie, by a 
of wit fmeſome putting of thin wills. 
lotte=+hrd , and making play of lotterie, 
make fxcept you thinke that God hath 
e, Higs fo gouvernment in vaine actions, 
-od to bath diſpenſed with ſuch lewd 
ſinne, ames. 
n vmn- | Profeſ, Tnſhooting there 1s 4 chant 
muſt þ x. ſ{dden blafF, yet ſhooting is no tots 
fin as ric. 
ereſ- | preach. It is true, for that chance 
- For fommethby accident; and not of 
ſweas ſhe. nature of the game, to be 
condlly, fied, 74> 1920 
y flip'] Profeſc Lots are ſecret , and the whole = 
s can= Boing of them is of God , Pro. 16.33. 
ations But ## us otherwiſe in Tables and Cards. 
atiſfie Þ Preach. Lots are caſt into. the 
trerie lap by man , and that openly , leſt 
 owniFonveiance ſhould be ſuſpected: 
, that Þur the diſpoſing of the chance is 
rting lecret , that it may be chance in- 
ta» Beede, and wholly of God, who di- 
king | -. *F recteth 
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46, A Dialogueromerning 


receth all things, Pro; 16.13: 9. 3; ro Y 
Soin Tables, man by faire of: n a, 
Dicetruly made , and in Cardey P© 
y.shufling and cutting , doth c Tecr 
nly diſpoſe the Dice and Card Yet? 
0, as whereby a variable ener doe 
may follow: 'but it is onely and in it, 4 
mediatly of God,that the Dice be V'E*: 
focaſt , and the Cards fo shuffle lawf 
andcut, as that this or that gam{22 
followeth EXCEPT there be COPLo ngful!: 
and packing, So that in faire plaſ  #” 
mans wit is not exerciſed i diſpof*”% * 
fingthe,chance, butin making hdr foo 
beſt ofyr being paſt, Ru. 
Profeſe The end of our play is recred 94! 
tion,and net to make God au wmpire : buſ*"Y 
recreation ( no doubt ) 1s lawful N<%P 
Preach. 1t may be the ſouldier® Pic 
had no ſach'end when they cafff®” * 
lors for Chriſt his coate , Aazrh, 2; their 
25. but this should be your end© fr 
when you vie lotterie , as the end looſe 
of an cath should be, tocall God Þ 
py 
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ke RET Re RIGS hw. 
” phing at Cards and Tables 25 
2. 0. 34 £O witneſſe, Therefore as ſwea- 
 caſtind 110g, To Lotterie, without duerefſ- 
Carded peCt is ſinne. Againe, howſcevet 
doth d Tecreation be your pretended end, 
] Card yet remember that wee muſt nor 
» ener} foe cuill that good niay come of 
2nd ind it - Xo. 3.84. And that therefore 
jcebel weeare to recreate our ſelues by 
bufel lawfull recreations. Then ſee 
t garr how Cardes and Tables be lay: 


'OoggIN full: LEES, | 
6 pla  Profeſ. If they be nos abufed by ſwea- 
diſpo7'9g 9 rawling playing for too long time; 
ng th: ERR 0 a 
Preach, T ough I am. perſwa- 
yer ded tharit is not lawtull toplay for 
ve : any money ; conſidering thankes 
cannot be giuen in faith for that 
tdierSwbich isſo gotten , Dewt. 23+ 18. Eſa. 
y calf? 7. Gameſters worke not with. 
:h, 2o8f heir bands the thing that good, to 
r end>© free fro ſtealin Eph.4.18- & the 
» en Mlooſer hath not atiwerable benefic 


| Godffor his money ſoloſt,Gen,zpir5.coms 
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#8 A Dialogue concerning. 
trarie to that equitie which Ar:/orle 
by the light of nature hath taught 
long 'fince , Eh. 5.c. 4. yet I grant 
that Cards and Tables fo viedas 
W 608 ſpeake are, lefle finfoll, but 
how they bee lawfull I ſee not 
yet. 
Pyofef. Good men and well leained 


h wfe them. 
FE 
| 


FP”; 
tha 


Preach. Wee muſt line by pre- 
cepts , not by examples , except 
they be vndoubtedly good. The- 
refore examine whether they be 
o00d , and well learnedin ſodoing 
or no. For eucry man may erre, 
ROM. 3. 4. 

Profeſ. Tt 1s not good to be tro juſt , or 
zoowiſe, Eccl. 7.18. 

Preach, It is not good tobe too 
wicked or too foolish., Eccl.7. 19, 
in deſpiſing the' word of God, 
Pros.: 1.\ 22. and not regarding 
the weakneſle of others, Roms. 1.4. 
27, Let ys therelore: beware 
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| playing at Cards and Tables, 1 9 
riftotle that we loue not pleaſure 


aught more than godlineſle, 
rant 2. T3. 3. 4 

leda | 

|, but 
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| i FHriftian Reader ; it is nG 


Sen new thing that men, 
SI learned, wile, and judi- 
r= cious, holding the ſame 
orthodox , and ſound 
'Jrruth of God,in reſpe& of maine, 
Jand fundamentall points of Chrif- 
_ "Iran Religion , doe ſometimes differ 
in their opinions , and be of diffe. 
Jrent ju pts touching ſome 
things of leſſe importance. It plea- 
ſeth God ( who orderethall things 
gmoſt wiſely for the ſpirituall good 
of his awne ) by his wiſe diſpoſing 
nand to order differences 1n opt- 
nion, and judgment in the [male#? 
nattersfor the further good of his 
Church. Though the iarring of 
"aut, and Barnabas ( AFF. rx. 37- ) cane 
ed a ſeparation of the one from 
ths other, yer (God ſo Uipoling) 
B 3 the 
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22 
the Church gott much good by ith jadic 
and things queſtioned,and controf grin; 
verted (though of leſſer weight] yſe c 


are commonly moregnarr owly {e bour 


arched into , and vpon diligenf jou: 
ſearch into them, they cometo bJcalle, 
better cleared, and the gifts ofhig jy 
worthy men to he better knowneſfren 
It were no hard matter toinſtancqHe } 
in many particulars clearing, thigan : 
from many ages fore-going; butY;;,y x 
lit not"to enter into that largdrhe f 
field. The enſuing Reply conſlideffrm; 
red with the occaſion of it, may, iſpoor 
part , evidence, the truth hereinſply t 
Some yeares fince,, the Authour offconl, 
this Reply , published a ans bein 
touching Lottery, and Lotts , dilffrein 
prooving, (by diverſe arguments, man 
che viing of Lotts in ſport; and ifruſec 
play ; and now ſome few yearekneſ 
paſt finding his. arguments oppoghere: 


fed, and helde as weake, and intutSndic 


ficient,by a worthy, reyerehd ; fa atist 
[LADY ans * ii! 


- 


d by it judicious Divive, in a treatiſe of his 
ontroj printed touching the Nature , and 
eight] vſe of Lotts , he held himſelfe 
wy ſe bound, vpon further, and more ſe- 
iligen rious conſideration 'of the point 
eto bYcalled into queſtion,either to alter 
ifcs A his judgment ,orto endeavour ,to 
ownelſtrengthen his former arguments: 
tance He hath ſett vpon the buifineſſe, 
Ig. thifand now Miaed'ns thy view ( Chriſe 
; butÞ;iay Reader) his Reply tending to 
; largdthe further {trengthning, and cons 
nlideffirmation of thoſe arguments. My 
nay, ipoore judgment touching this Ree 
ereinfply being defired by the Aurhour , I 
our Offcould not but houry it ynto him, he 
valogfibeing my reyerend., and loving 
'S , AlFfreind , to whom Lam obliged by 
1ents.Emany bondes of love. I haye pe 
and 1Eruſed it,8& ſo farre asI; (in my weas 
yeareKkneſſe) canjudge , the 4uthour bath 
OPPAFherein carried himſelfe wiſely, and 
infuty diciouſly, and ſo as, Ithinke, may 
«pt anal: tisfie any indifferent r eader , and 


judy. B 4- withs 
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 withall (as Ttakeit) modeſtly,and frapa 
temperately,and without the leaſt Jrjoul 
breach of charity towards the wor< jt , w 
thy _ Happily I may beſforit 
thought vnfitr thus to give minef| chin! 
opinion , becauſe ( as I freely consſ the £ 
feſle, & have openly made know- 
ne) I jnmpe with this Authour i 
indgment in the point controver- 
ced,but I profeſfſe before him, who 
knowes the hearts of all men, that 
which hereI putt downe , is (as 
conceive ) according tothe truth 
without any inclining ,' or partiall 
affection tothe one one fide,or ta 
the ather,and I defirenot toenter 
taine the leaft thonght , that may 
prziudice the worth of the reve 
rend, learned , and godly Opponent 
beingalſoo my deare, and loving 
freind, and one whom 1 am bound 
in many reſpects, both to love, and 
reverence. Looke ypon this Re 
_ Þly( whoſgever thou art ) with 
- | yupar 
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rand Fapartialleye'; and confider it (e- 
leaſh [riouſly , and finding that good by 
wors fit , which isintended , blefſe God 
y be fot is, who gaiderh, and bleſſethall 
minef chings to his owne glory , andto 
7 conf the good of his qwne. 
now 
our i Thine in the Lord Ieſwa 
OVer- Edw:Elton. B. in D, 
, who 
, that 
; ( as 
ruth 
artiall 
OT oC 
2NTCC 
C may 
reve 
nent 
OvIng 
2und, 
>,and 
s Re 
ith 
1par 
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OI SON ONES ; 4 
To the (thriſtian Readerl 
© being noneof thoſe men,who,{accors | 
2. Tim, ding 10S. Paul's prophecy,) 


tha love pleaſures more 
than God, 


 Ome yeares are paſt 

ts ſince My. Gataher tooke 

>» occaſion , {rom caſting 

F of Lotts to finde out 

" for whoſe ſakeadaun- 

gerous ftorme was, to juſtiſie play. 
ing with Dice, Cards, &c- and to 
confute me by| name in open pul- 
pit. I hearing thereof by many, 
ſenthim this meſſage, It it would 
pleaſe him to ſend the ſubſtance of 
the Confutation{for I dare not re- 
iy vpon roport ) I would cither re-. 
ply , or chaunge mine opinion 
with 
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Cie7 
with  thankes to - God. for him; 
though for the preſent, I thought 
he failed in Indgment , Diſcretion, 
and. Charity. In Jwadgment, 'Be- 
's cauſe that Doctrine was not draws- 
ne from his Text; Except this bea 
judicious deduQion, Gentiles caſt 
Lotts in a moſt ſerious matter,the- 
refore Chriſtians may vie Lottery 
in dicing , carding , &c.' In Diſcre- 
tion, . Becauſe thar- DoErine 
( though occaſioned by his text, 
| yet) ſo. inſiſted vpon, incourageth 
gameſters in their finfull courſe 
and buildeth vp thoſe abuſes, which 
{the LawesofourLand , would pull 
downe. In Chariy, Becauſe he con= 
futeth me by name, (as I was cer- 
tified )-not haying had any conte- 
rence with me either by ſpeech,or 
by writing , though Tbe his neigh- 
bour Miniſter, Well ; Mr. Gatater, 
ſentme his anſwere to my dialogue. 
Iacknowledgeit with hearty _ 

| 4: ©Se 


_ 
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kes. But why have I not replyec ore 
in ſo many yeares ? Ianſwere, $4 £.:.1 
mito, fs ſat ben?. To ſpeake freely "Fs 
I thinke, I should never have ref ,z .. 
plied, in hope that the queſto: 
would have died , had not My. Gat 
ter confuted my Dialogue in prin 
But now,the rather , being provo 
ked, by many learned Miniſters & 
other, who tell me, that , teeing c 
all thoſe whom. Mr. Gataker confu 
teth, viz: Perer Martyr, Zuinglins, Cart 
wright, Daneus,Perkins , Fenner, Oc. 
onely live, I ought to reply , leaf 
my ſilence should give way to in 
pou iniquity , I am ready to per 
orme my promiſe in replying 
Which (indeed) Icould-not re : 
done ſoconyeniently before , be 
cauſe the anſwer, which My. Gats 
der ſent me, had not the poſitiue 
groundes of his opinion,which th 
printed booke hath, 
 BefpreIproceed”, I A” | 
> OIe 
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plyec taker 28 3 learned, painfull » and 
Te, 04 faichfull Minifter , and a right 
reely} poneft man , and therefore pray 
VE IC] thee / Chriftian Reader ) that what- 
eftion (ever I write may be confide- 
7 G44] red as concerning the queſtion 
Printy betweene vs, and notin any wile 
2LOVOL applied to the leaſt prejudice 
ters "1 of ſo reyerend a brother , or to 
Ing OY any of his. excellent parts z So 
contuf excellent , that I wonder what 
', Caf} mooved him to publish his opi- 

* F nion in print, and the more , be- 
= cauſe of many paſſages in his 
booke, Fr# , He taketh know- 

© £-*1 ledge of many enormous crimes, 
21 which accompany Dice, Cardes, 

wy &c.p4.10;-& in the quotations. Se- 
condly ; He "aha this rule, That, 

I that, whichis no neceſlary duety, 

41 but athing indifferEt onely, other. 

"54 wiſe , may not bedone , where is 


Rrog preſumptis ypo good —_ 
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ay 
Us 
yet it shall ſpiritually endanger a 
mans felfe,or others, by giving oc- 
cafion of ſinne ynto the one, or the 
other. pag. 1097-192. rog. 

If many and greivous ſinnes at- 
tend dice ,cardes, &c. If thoſe ga- 
mes betoo too commonly abuſed, 
as he confeſſeth; pa : 194. and ifan 
indifferent thing may not be done 
which giveth occaſion of finne, 
I wonder why My. Gataker writeth 
in defence of dice , &c- and the 
more, becauſe he graunteth ,thar; 
where the vie, and abuſe of athing 
are ſoinwrapped,and intangled to- 

ither, that they cannot eahily be 

vered the one from the other, 
then the vſe ofthe thing it ſelfe,(if 
it be vnneceſlary otherwiſe)would 
be wholely abandoned ; pag. 252: 
26 3- Thirdly; He sheweth in man 
pages, how ſeverch tables , bnt ef- 


pecially dice , be condemned by 


Lawes, Civil, Canonical, and Muni- 
C. 1pal. , 
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al, that is, our Fngiſh ſtatutes, as 
esheweth at large , Zib. #8. 5 5:8. 
e. wisheth the Lawes were yet 
ore everc,6& puttin better exe. 
FJution, pa. 205, He faith , yet our 
. tormmon dicers may,he marshalled 
| mong Ye flock , of WF Devill's fol- 
' Pwers, 74.277. He affirmeth moſt 
; Kifelings,and Lotteries to belittle 
'$etter ; 08 vnalawfull games , pag. 
z4q. And'he teacheth , that , b 
$eis games, we muſt not give of- 
?nce to the Lawes .vnder which 
ee live, pa. 257. Nowl wonder, 
at ſo good a manis not affraid to 
_ - fend our Law by allowing for- 
 pidden games, even Dice , as well 
Bs Cardes, &c. which confiſt not 
nely otLottery, HereIhaveoc- 
fion to thinke, that I may have 
ome more comtort in nine 0pi- 
. ion , than Mz. Gatater can have in 
lis ; For he nameth famous, lear- 
ed , and godly men concurring 
; - with 


with me in opinion : But in tlJs,747-- 
multitude of his quotations,I finger at 
none approoving Dice in play, anjny. R 
whereas ſome learned Divines ,, $0 be 
ſome ſort , allow games confiſtinſyonde 
of Lott, andgyitt , but altogethePing, | 
condemne Dit, My. Gatater deferve m:; 
deth mine opinion, difapproovinÞatrar 
a mixt. as well as a mere Lott, b@irmet! 
cauſe ( as he ſaith ) a true Lott is Ct 151 
either, '\p. 724. and, He deemerſore nc 
them tobe amifſe;,who allow Lott$z. but 
in game, and yet adde fora cantiof<mpt 
that Religionſnefle be vied in thip#%. 4 
ation , in regard that Holy thinggroove 
muſt be done in an holy manne 

4+ 4.133: Fourthly, He graunteth thi 
Prayer ſpecially applied to th 
Lott may be conceived, where t 
matter is more weighty , and thi 
event of ſome conlequerice, pa.g 
And yet he holdeth;that the lefl 
weighty the matter is , wherein 


Lottis vicd, the lawtullerthe Lot! 


in tls,047. 17: The reaſon, wby I won- 
finer at this paſſage, sball be given in 
y, any. Reply. The laſt paſſage now 
o be obſerved. as matter of my 
a&rondering,. is this ; Notwithſtan= 
Ping, he confidently affirmeth that 

Se may not. doe oughs without 
infrarrant; pag: 307 . Sufficiently con- 
Srmeth the ſame , becauſe ſuchan 
IAC isnot done of Faith,and there: 

Dre not free from finne ; Rom. 74: 

&;. but is a mere preſumption, and 
zoffempting of God , pag. 3tz. and 
or. 4. and. B. and Earneſtly re- 
Yrooveth one kinde of Lottery 
why notall,againſt which the ſame 
eaſon is of like yalidity ? ) becauſe 
th@ot found revealed in any word 
re thÞÞf God, but brought in, either by 
d th$athan ,or by ſome of. his inſtru- 
pa.gigpeuts whoare addicted to Vanity, 
> le fl age, 315. and: 316. and z. YEr 
ein $'avoucherh, Thar it isa fuficient 
Lottfvarraut. for . the vie i: Ly 
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j T 
In that the oppugners, beir 
ned , can oe ing Fwy 
but what hath beene , or way bg; : 
ſufficiently anſwered, pag. 235. - | »i1 
May Inot wonder that fo judif,.. . 
cious a ſcholler doth not obſerve 
{ this diſcrepance? Lottery is vnlaw 
= full, ifnot warranted by the word 
1 which pofitio pe" the Wor 
it to be perte&,, as is the Authoy 
['h thereof 5 and - Lottery IS lawfo his wi 
if Learned men can fay nothing ouſ,... 4 
[| _of the Wordagainſtit., Which pc vir 
fy ſition ſuppoſeth', 1wo things, viah,.... .: 
| That the Word is like the Lawes of ga1te 
13 men,thatis,Imperte@,asbe the Au... 
thours therofz and, That Learne(ſ,;__- 
men cannot ſo faile in Diligence oy; 


} reading , Cleareneſle of ynderſtanſf,1, 11. 
| from 


[4 ding, and Firmeneſſe of Memor 

| , but rhat.if there were inthe WorY,;.4, .1 
rath 
that 2 


[ anything againſt Lottery ,. th 
(od 


genc 
ry h 


by. 1 


Waves 


| could nor\but ſec it. Well; It ma 
: be ſeene shortly , how Mr: Gat4 
Dill 
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Bangs 01 If 
p leatg ence, Vnderftanding;and Memos 
then ry have ſerved hin in defending 
Fa bt Luſorious _ —_ | = meane 
4. - I while, wficiency of hisantwering 1s 
> J© A but ris riall , and nofyer 
ſery adjudged. - + va 
Mnlawy "All theis paſſages well teveiwed 
WOrg by: Mr. Gatakey 1 Should thinke he 
Wor cannot wonder that a man of 644 
thouf...;; compleate , ( and therefore 
wiollt;: wittes may taile ) doth wonder 
Ng O"Fthat fo godly , wiſe, and learned: a 
h Ponan, the faculties of whoſe minde 
» Viare atthe beſt, did not ſay to him- 
WES Ffelte, before he preached , much 
be Allf,nore before he penned this luſo- 
any rious doctrine, yo Baal plead for tug. s, 
himſelfe |; and: ; Theis gameſters 31: 22. 
Valf4hall, without any encouragment ©*5- 
From me , draw on their iiquitey 
Lwith theis cordesof vanity;and the 


rather, becauſe he acknowledgeth 
"4*bar accuumprt 1s to be-givenynto 
| God of gaming. p., 257;It of the a 
tk C 3 much 
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30 
much more of juftifyingit, Fro 1 nan) 
which account' good Lord deliverf ff ſe; 
me, For I feare, that iniuſtityingl { ſo1 
luſorious Lottes, I should putiallef Buti 
ſpeRacles on a gameſter's nole]. yjll | 
whereby the bridge ſeemeth broa\| a4y, « 

der. than itis , and ſohe falleth inf} 9yme 
| without fear e,to vie My. Gataker ſt. | ain 


militude, pag. 264. But Ay. Gatak by hi 
beleveth, that he hath written tha the x 
truth , (Preface to'the Reader)}j yſed, 
and is confident that truth is-to bel} , 7t.] 


knowne-, eſpecially concerning muct 
matters.of common practiſe, pagh ther 
253. and giveth feure reaſons , by 
which he was mooved to defend 
luſorious Lottes,pag. 264. The j#r# 

is, Todraw men from Superſtition 

in reſtraining themſelves , wher 

God . doth not reſtraine them 

This beggeth the queſtion |( as] 
hope ) will appeare in the Reply 

A 2. motive. is, Becauſe argument 
againſt luloriousLottes haye made 
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tnany ſtagger in thenecedary vie 
etl of ſerious civill Lottes, It'may be 
BI ſo ſome failing in theirjudgment; 
Bat it may be alſo, that many moe 

. will be made to ſtagger by reading 
My. Gatakers exceptions againſt ar- 
Poets for,and cautions,in thoſe 

1 ferious Civill Lottes, Cap. x5. and 
by his Maxime , [ The lefle weighty 

4 the matter is , wherein a Lott is 
vied, the lawfuller the Lottis , pag- 
177.] A3.motiveis, To takeaway 
much heart-barning ; Nay, ra 

J ther this juſtifying Luſorious 
Lottes will notonely cauſe more 

i heart-burning ; but incouragealſs 
'J gameſters toovercrow ſuch, as are 
ſcrupulous, For, if many well af- 
fected havebeene conſtrained , in 
regard of ſcruple , in this kinde, 
to ftraine themſelves to fome 
inconyeniences by refuſall of 
thoſe games, when by thoſe, whom 
they had dependance ypon, 
n | & 3 . 8 
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133 | 
ypon or familiarity withall ,chey 
have beene vrged occaſionally 
thereynto(which to prevent heres) dod 
after, is a4- cauſe of his writing) hited x 
How will thoſe ſupporters ,and [4 prigtir 
miliars inſult vpon the ſcru alous; in que! 
now they have ſo karhed a Pave? 1 
zrone of their gaming ? Some have the ho! 
ſtrained chanflves , to ſome in- and Ela 
conveniences for not pledging oftenſi 
it drunken Zeahhs,being drinke offe» lawfull 
it rings to Bacchus, To prevent}32%* 
41 which hereafter , should XMv. Gata- ceſary 
ker doe well , vnto zdification , toſſ""1985! 
preach , and write in Inftification be in v1 
Fi of theſe Healths ? The ſumme of his coOO Ma! 
| cauſes (as he expreſſeth himſelfe ['* Viur 
{4 in his preface to the Reader) is, conden 
To {ett at Liberty the intangled thatTk 
if conſciences' of Godly diſpoſed Luſtifica 
; perſons, Indeed ; If any conſcien- and pri 


ted hir 


true )it 


CYET an 


CEC, imply for laving with Lott MY 

Should ſecke his Eirisfaction it with Lc 

Private , then if My, Garaker qu 
nx 
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hey eed him by his grounds{ ſuppoſed 
ally true)it were not amiſle. But is eve- 
re bY doctrine , though true, to be in- 
ng) [6{ted vpon both by preacHngatny 
y- _Ipriating,and that affirming matter 


in queſtion , and of no neceſſary 


us; 
"Evie? Ifay , Afirmins, remembrin 
"Iche Al LOIn'S of the Apts: 
land Ziers , who decretd touching 
. offenſive things ( yer ſome of them 
?Blawfullif conveniently yſed) onely 
negatively, and deemeth ir not ne- __ W 
'ceſſary to decree affirmatively 
things that were then , and might 
. _ fibe invſe fora time. Many (Ifeare 
1: too many)learned Divines approo- 
15. five Vſury in their Tudgment, thouh 
-. Jcondemned by Law. Yet none, 
thatI know , everinſiſted ypon the 
Mluſtification thereof by preaching 
- and printing. Againe; Was there 
ever any ſo troubled with playing 
:* with Lotts?I doubt it;But without 
-». (doubt thouſandes will now more 
C 4 ' boldly 
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boldly vſe Inferious Lotts without he mc 
regard ofthe cautions , in theis li-shunne 
centious times. As Vſurers regard] No dc 
not the cautions which Divines ſettheede 
downe, For it is enough to themyſſto the 
that ſome godly Divines affirmeJLotts. 
Vſury to be lawfull. O that MrJgentm 
Gataker had confidered what he Luſori, 
writeth , pag. 797. before cited,andy lawful 
what he writeth, pag. 193. and 7944] had ne 
viz : Where inconveniences, thatf For a 
Shall neceflarily , or in good: prof] neede: 
bability , appeare to accompanyl| I wish 
the tiing queſtioned , or enſug] affecte 
vpon the doing thereof , shall bg himſe! 
ſuch , and ſo great as the Convef] rious I 
miences , which ſtand on the othef] ſoever 
fide , shall not be able to counter} wishet 
vaile, there that action is worthilyl imitat 
diſallowed as Inconvenient, and 'witt , 
Lott conſequently vnlawfull,whafj thou 


| he writeth in his pirituall Watchj truth 
p4g+ 27+ VIZ *: Therifer any evill Y nefle 
in thoſe places, or ages we live if {clves 
Win 190 pad ax har; ark, ; 


[ 


ar 
Out che more carefull should we be to 
; Ii-Eshunne \, and avoide ſuch'a finne.. 
ard] No doubt he would have taken 
ettheede howby writing he make way 
>Myſito the finne of , or by, Luſorious 


mefLotts. Many Divines and intelli- 
Mr] gentmen, though of opinion that 
of Luſorious mixed Lotts may be yſed 
lawfully , yet wish that Mr. Gazaker 

had never published his booke; 

J For a running horle (ſay they) 
needeth no ſpurring. For my part 

1 wish , that My. Gataker had _ 

J affected in writing,as he profeſſeth 
 himſelte to be in the vie of luſo- 

7&4 rious Lottes, pag. 255. Wel;Whats 

i ſoever he writeth dogmaricalh , he 
wisheth thee (good Reader) to 
imitate him in. his practiſe, to 

witt , That , albeit in judgment 
thou art rightly informed of the 
truth concerning the  lawtul. 
nefſe .of theis games in them» 

ej ſelves; yet in'godly diſcretion, 
the © C5 ron 
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42 
thou wouldſt rather abando them, 
conſidering the'too too common, 
and ordinary abuſe of them, and 
q that many(1t may be)among whom 
| be thou liyelt may remaine ynreſol- 
L | ved, and vnſatisfied, touching the 
lawfulnes of them, pag. 257. Idefire 
the ſame, and therewitha ſuſpen« 
ding thy judgment vntill thou haſt 
well conſidered my Dialogue , Ar. 
| Gatakers anſweres , and my Reply, 
| together with mine anſwere to his 
it pat ag" Herel promi- 
{| e ( with Mr. Gataker, pag. 128. )to 
# raze what Thave reared, if my Rep 
and aunſweres be prooved inſuf- 
ficient , and ſo commend thee to 
j God, and tothe Word of his Gra- 
| ce, whichis able tp build farther. 
Onely, conſider wth Hay,'and the 
Lord give thee vaderſtanding in 


AQ, 20. al[ things. 
2, 


2. Tim, 
$7 


14. Septems, 1 62 0: 
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Tothe Reader, 


4 Hat I may doe Mr. Gataker »o 

haſt wron ok I am to let thee know that 
ves March. 1 6 2 2. Stil: Ang. 

r Gataker denied naming me when 

"'/ confuted mine arguments in Pulpit, 


yet confeſs; f r that he named me in Pul- 
it, with others ,arverſely diſcenting from 
bimin Judgment touching Luſoriaus Lots 
phen he entred into the queſtion of po: 
ing with Lots, 
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| Fes 
An Anſwere to Reaſons inhrethn 
. ducing M. Gataker 70 allow k- Fvayes : 
© ſorious Littes , 41 not evillin. pre no! 
| themſebves , Lib, puag mi? 
| 6: '$ 2. heis ba 
themie 

ove © 
tome more feareftullſis in 
then beſeemeth a learYGod is 
ned man, who, afteand tl 
the turning over a womon, a 
derfullnnmber of bookes to comcrying 
pile his Hiſtoricall , and Theologigevery 
call Treatiſe of the Nature, andjhonou 
Vieof Lotres, ſetteth downe highave*: 
judgment, Allowing luſoriougtruth, 
Lottes onely «s not evillin themlebues to the 
Murs os he affirmeth them to be} be ms 
whwll in themſelves , pag. 266, Soff WIOW! 
dar ifthel games fe vec vid Þ 


lue obſervation ofallhis cantions; 
LT by is he fearefullroallow them 
Us good in themſelves? How then may 
N enailons man , who remem- Ezek.36 
zreth not onely his wicked wicked 37 
yayes., but his deedes alſo that 
re not good , build vpon ſuch 
magmiry grounds? Againe;Allowing 
heis gone onely as not evill 10 
themlielves doth not maniteſtthat 
KLove of God, which (Idoubtnot) 
Is in My. Gatakers heart:For whereas ,,_. 
od 1s glorified by good workes, 16. w 
nd theis-/games be'too too: com- 
ogmon, and accompanied with many 
crying finnes , whereby God- 4s 
pievery where , and dayly much dil- 
andJhonoured,the Love of God would 
e highhave- conftrained /him-, if doing Tobn. 5. 
iougſtruth,to have brought theis games *** 
;Fo the light, thatthereby it might 
I be made maniteſt , that they-ate 
wrought according to God, Lait- 
h ; By this Tenent :he- sheweth 
nor 


Math.3. The axe is putt to the roote off 
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not due Charity to his neighbout; 
For now it is enoug for Gameſter 
to pleade ; Avery karned man holdett 
our Gaming to be not evill init ſetfe. The: 
refore they willnot ſeeke, further 
to know , whither it be good in 1 
ſelfe, forgetting that it is write 


Te1Hg 
rily. v4 


the trees , therefore every tre: 
which bringeth not forth gou 
Puite is hewen downe, and caſt inte 
the fire. ] Is not then hereby hi ry 
neighbour's ſpirituall daunger oc} ed for 
caftoned ? But here ( pethappes delight 
it may be ſaid , The firſt Reaſong *: 
prooving thata Lottmay be mat: bis way 
ter of Recreation , doth give me Caraker 
checke : Irisa checke } Then I willſ*1P0! 
try if Icannotayoide the Mare. The For , If 
Argument, collected with all faith. *"'s P< 
falnes, ( as the reſt, and his aur pang 
ſweres be, ) is this. _ ont of c 
That which may be ordinaril other ( 
'yſed in other Civill affaires, be they cauſe C 
more 


Can a 


% 
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4 
Fore or lefſe weighty , may alſo be 


'Ivſed for matter of recreation, and 
4. delight: But a Lott may be ordina« 

Jrily ved in other Civill affaires. 
Thereforel ſee not what should 
. -fbanish itout of our difportes,more 
 en£2an out of other (though ſerious 
'c off y<. ) Civill affaires. | 


, 
| 


Is not this a fearefull conclufion 7. 3. 7. 


tre 


FA 


mt 


Jlike the Tenent ? Why doth not 
$ Mr. Gataker conclude poſitively 
Jthus. Therefore a Lott may be y- 
ſed for matter of recreation, and 
delighte. He (forſooth) ſee's nor. 
I Can a blinde man goe ſtoutly on 
atÞ bis way? But ( blefſed be God) wr. 
= [7 ſceth well, though not in 
nf this point, Bernardus men Vidit onma. 
J For, if God had opened hiseyes in 
0 {his point , he might have ſeens 
nd Plainely whatshould banishaLott 
ont of diſportes, more than out of 
other Civill affaires. To witt ,Be- 


[ | 
* cauſe Godallowetha Lott to + Y- 
g @il 


WC 


- es 

ſed in chem, but not in their; and It iy. 

preſumption , of ſett purpoſef' 

to imploy God but as it may ſtand 

with his pleaſure. Hereof more 

hereafter.In meahe while , in fur 

ther, aunſwer to this argument | 

deny the Propoſition thereof 

For an Oath may be ordinarily y 

ſed in other Civill matters, yet not.” 

for matter of Recreation:Wheredl 

alſo more hereafter. Now I pr 

ceed tothe 2. reaſon , whichis ſett 

downe in twoo Shapes ; The for: 

mer is this. o 
AM.G.z2, That which beſtſorteth with the 

patnre of aLotr, may a Lott moſt 

lawfully be viſed vnto : Bur theft 

lighteſt matters beſt ſort with theſſ 

nature of a Lott : 'Therefore aboutf 

things of that nature may a Lotti 

moſt lawfully be vſed; [The Pro-W-.* 

poſiticn he prooveth thns, Gres 

is the vncertainty of a Lott. Thel;>. 

refore not fitt to be ved in any 


weighty [Om 


LIES +4 Y 7” 


an” weighty affaire. 

Tot - ALott is ſometimes taken for. F. 5; 

* morel[fhe inftrument' of purpoſe diſpo- 

in fur;$ſ{ed vnto cafualty,as [ The Lore &ca#? —— 

nent 1] #e lappe +] and ſometitne far 7 $am, 

ercoffj!< event,as, {Give aperfe& Lotr] 14. 44, 

ily vo Which, howſoeveritbecaſuallin 

et notÞ*©/ation'to the former ; yer,falleth 

1ereofffovt cer way this , or-that, by 

| prox God's whole diſpoſing the former, 

is ſer} 92- 76: 33. Itherefore deny both 

forthe big 0mm? and Aflumption- 
"Werſwaded that av. Garaker would 

h theſe ver have fett. downe this fuppo- 

OY ſed reaſon, if aLott, in the former 

t theſſ#cception , bad not drawne his 

| thelſ/*ligions eye from God as the 

bourfſ®Pely dilpoſer thereof ro be'a 

Lorr#-*tt inthe latter acception,” So 

that I meryaile much , that he 


ſoy inderh a Lott 'to be not . fitt 
Cheſ2 be vied in any weighty 
any{oaire. For why? Diuiding the Land 


hey rome , Numb. 26. 550 by Lott. 
by 7 Diſcovering 


fo 
Diſcovering Achan: Tohſ. 14. Chuſing#f |. x ot 
4 TD 8. 20.41.4904 of an Apo+ of a 1 
fl Aits : 1. 24, were they not weigh; the 
ty affaires > Nay ratherthe premi-J;,..;c 
s conſidered , a Lott may morel(; 1; 
laofully be rſedabout weighty af-f;tt; 
faires. But indeed , whether the v7 
ſubie& matter be more or leſſe his ? 
weighty, aLott may be vicd abouty. ..1,, 
it, provided it be with Gods allow|;;. 
ance. For want whereof both Disſþ;, :. 
vinatory , and Luforious Lotts be mann 
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equally vnlawfull. The other ture ; 
Shape of his reaſon , more particu, ; 
larly ( as he faith) forthe preſent; 


buiſineſle is this, Ind Seth 
A matter of mere indifferency, nely 
that is ; fi ach as a man may awfully elves. 
doe,ornot doe, and it is not mate*K. £11 
riall whether he doe, or omitt,fueh+;.' x 
may a man lawfully putt to the ha, ; 

zard of the yncertaine motion ol, 
the. Creature ,, whether he shallF...; 
doe it,or netdoeit;But the | Ku 
a 6 


»- , 


ot Jt 
ſing of aLott in game is but the putting 
AP0-} of a matter of mere indi ren 
eighdſ{o the hazard of an' vaicertaine © 
emycnt. Therefore the putting of 
moren{{ch matters-to the hazard of a 
y af. Lott+isnot evill ftmply initfelfe. © 
r the What a trembling argument is 7, 3; 
leſlef;his ? In the Propoſition he ſpea- 
boutf: «th of aLottia the formeraccep- 
lowH:ion. Ir the Aﬀumption ; of a Lotr- 
2 DbB; the latter acception. ' Indeed a 
5 DeBman may be bolder with the Crea- 
Yther ture ; ſoitbe without relation to 
Ucu$God,thanwith the Creatour bin 
eſcntÞc1fe. In the Propoſition he affit- 
Þneth lawfullnes but concluderh 
-NCYSonely , as not evill imply in them- 
Wclves. Indeed ;the concluſion is 
nate io follow the worfe part”: But in 
Juel@ti Argument the Aſſumption is 
Particular , and the Concluſion is 
Penerall” What? Is Mr. Gataker af- 
WEraid to put ( The vſing ofa Lott in 
*Pane ) intothe concluſion ?-is not- 
} Coed D z the 
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42 
the Mivrr to be the Swbic#? ,and th 
Maioy to be the Predicate of thel 
Concluſion ? I will not queſtion 
the Zigure of this pretended argu 
ment if Sub: pre : prima : will ſerve 
the turne ; and though I finde itir 
no Mooge, yet will I anſwer the twc 
fore-pieces thereof. 'The former i 
not true,except Mr. Gataker vnder 
ſtand a matter of mere indifferenc) 
controyerted. For though fuch. 
matter may be the ſubiect matte 
of a Controverſy , yet a matte 
controyerted:- is the onely ſubieÞ. 
matter ofa Lott, caicouile it 15ney 
Lott , as Ar. Gataker truely writet! 
even in this caſc, pag.157. If My. Gu 
taker ſovnderſtand , then there 1 
ſome neceflity ofending the con 
troyerſy. putt to the determina 
tion of a Lott , and conſequenthyil, 
isnot theg merely-in the wii of: 
man whether he sball doe it,or ndF..o... 
coeit, In the other piece I obſer) 0 
ye, l 


j3 

'Ye,, that Mr. Gatakey ſpeaking of a 

Lotin the ſecond acception , ſup- 

poſeth it tobe yncertaine. Which 

is begging the queſtion", for the- 

'J-reaſon given in mine aunſwereto 

his former shapedargument. Nei- 

ther itistrue that ifin game,a con- 

troverly ( 7ruly ſs zermed) be deci- 

ded by a Lot, 'a'matter then of 

| mereidifferency is put to hazard. 

But more hereof in my 3. reply. In 

meane while, conſider whether this 

2. 5hape be more particularly for 

the preſent buſineſſe ; ſoas to con- 

clude the queſtion , than the for- 

mer; and Note. that in_both theis 

'| shapes,onely Lightnes,and indiffe- 
F} rency'of matters putt to Lottery 

are prefled as cauſes moſt juſtifying 

'J aLot;yea ſo ,asthatin the confir- 
mation of his formershaped argu- 

”"J ments propoſition”, he poſitively 

"7 afirmeth that we shall finde a Lotc 

«þ Pot fitt to be vſedin a weighty at- 

| Y 3. » 


þ 
Faire, Ifſo, then Weightneſſe,and]': 
Neceſſity of watters controyerted]' 
make Lottery leſſe lawfull ,:if not] 
altogether vnlawtull. But thereot 
- alfo-more in that reply. Ithere 
fore proceed to his: 3, reaſon! pag 

137. Which is this. 
..  IfthevieofLottsin game be of 
 itſ{elfeevill, then muſt itneeds be 
' a ſinneeither againſt Fiery inthe firſt 
table,or ag:;Charuy in the 2- But the 
yie of Lottes in game ,.isnot of i 
ſclfe, a finne againſteither Piery , or 
Charity. Therefore it muſt be iuſti 
fed as agreeable to Gods Worc 
The Aſſumption is propyed. thus 
No-manavoweththe yſc of a Lot 
- in game »(as1t isa Lott ) tobe: 
gainſt Charity: and A Lyſorious Lot 
15 not. the prophaning of any thing 
F Urry, wiergrrs elpſVenti | 
from the Word , toan holy. Yſc 
Therefore not againſt Picry: 1 
-pced; it Lottesbe holy, they ma) 
; Ws. i0 
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'in no 'cale 'be made matter 'of 
ſporr. | 
| HereTobſerve one of the faults 7, z. ;. 
4 which F found' in the latter shape 
J' of the 2. reaſon r\witr; The con» 
clufton conteineth more than the 
| premiſſes. For the' Concluſion 
faith A Lot in game is agreeable to 
4 Gods'Word , and then it muſt be 
| | Goodof it ſelfe, | which is more,than 
ft | Not evil of it ſelfe.) For thatis gov 
{ oficſelfe , for doing whereof there 
f is either przcept, orpermiſion in 
Gods word , pag. 155. Butto the 
Afumption ,and proofe thereof I 
anſwere, 'That the ſe of a Lotrin 
game is,(of irſelte), afinne againſt 
Piety, ' For it profaneth a Lot bale 
lowed by divine inſtitution from 
the Word, as $hall be manifeſted 
hereafter. Yet here I thinke fitt 


breifely to shew 2. 7 . F, 

Thatan Ozchis hallowed to make 

a ada, «a 
4 


Ly 
% F;5 OF oC.” IX 


- —— — - —_ 


<A ——_—— 22 - 


_—_ OE mm ed 
= "£ £ _ 
SY = > WE _. v4 


"I 


——= 
«© E ©, SEES 


ws. 
ws 
. —_ 


ry |; JI 4 ot 
> D——— 


ga— » — i. - 


ws 


6 n 
W | ” . 
4 A 
: 'h 57 
” v4 
: 
; 
"1 u 
ll 
: A 
[ 
* 
'L 
y 
: 
| 
1 
L 
, 
3 
: 


ny 
— - - — 
— ©] 


a,» o__ Dr e = 
——_— z- Lo  - 
—_4 _ _ zZ CY . bh 5 


TT © 4 4 
w > 4 : .% => 4 


Kom,14 
28, 


56 

of God, So a Lot is hallowed tg 
make an holy vie of the determining 
preſence God. If Mr.: Gataker 
deny a Lott to be hqly,., except it 
haye a more remote holy vſe,l ay. 
He may as.well deny an Oath to 
be. holy for that cauſe. More of 
this point lo my 2. reply. The other is, 
That vſe of a Lott is againſt. Piety 
whichis (ſay not , [ Ne farbiaden| 
but ) [Not warranted | by the Word, | 
Foritis without faith ,. therefore a. 
fnge , yea lmpicty, So diſputeth 
Mr, Gataker againlt a Divinatory 
Lott , pag-.313- and ſodoe I againit 
a Luſorions Lot. Ifthen a lawfull 
Lott be holy ,itis{ ſaith ar. Garaker 
in no. caſe to-be made matter of 
ſport. Nay, I may make yetmore | 
advantage. For Imay ſay ; That 
maintainingthe vie thereof in, ga 
mg, asit.15a Lott, by. practiſe, 
auch more by writing, is againſt 


Charity, as wellas againſt Ziety Fox 
3 Yp —= \, qr , % ſo 


= 
s 
—- 


, 
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= my 


ST 
0 [ 4 weake brother us offended , and con- 
rqne ntly Chrith ſinned againſt) that 


ar brother being occaſioned, by ers 


our of judgment, to ſtumble. IL 


lay. ſhave this reaſoning from My. Gata- 


er himſelfe., pag. 255. Now then 
ith ſome comtort 1 proceed to 
- [the4-argument , as Mr. Gataker cal- 
s leth it, pag. T3. 
By: vertue of Chriſtian -hberty, 1.6, 4. 
| x Chriſtian man hath a free yſe 
Bofall Gods goodcreatures , toim:+ 
oloy them ynto ſuch purpoſes, as 
Eby any natuxall power, they are 
inabled vnto-:* But in luſorious 
Lottes the Creature is vied tono 
2ther ende or vie, but whatit bath 
Te naturall power vnto , and ſuch as 
2 Bby the mytuall conſent,and agree- 
| ment of thoſe that vie it, it may be 
enabled to-effec. Therefore it's 
no more to-beexiled froma Chrif- 
: Ftian man's recratio, than any other 
P&reature whatſoever,that hath any 
| D «© ' power 


5 

powertodelight. 
EB. $....S> paey & eager is the! pur- 
faite after Liberty in this keen 
tiousage,that a godly, and charita 
ble Chriſtiat!,( mach more being a-2e 
miniſter) ,- ought to take great .vic 
heede, that he occaſion-not an 
Per , auch lefſe too top many , to make 
1s, Liberty a cloake of Nuwghrineſſ 
But Mfr. Guiaker ſpeaketh 'of Chri 
tian liberty , not of Zicentionſneſ 
Then let vs conſider what he faith 
For both the premiſſes of this a 
gSument are flatly to be denied by 
For ſundry good Creatures haye$} the 
naturall power to impoiſon ; Buy 8! 
Chriſtian Liberty giveth vs no 2 4 
free viſe thereof to 'impoiſon * hur 
pleaſure. Neither 4s it true th 
any creature hatha naturall pou 
tobea Lott, no more than a ſtonqy 7 
hath a naturall power to be carried] The: 
vpward. For as a ftone is carried { 25 
vpward by a power; that iswithoul 42: 


yet 
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: | it: fo allcreaturesare mooved,, 8 
{4 applied to- be. Lotrs by a: power 
cen without 'them, - God keepe me 
-harita4 from teaching that - Chriſtian Li- 
ing -berty warranteth the yolawfull 
{ vic of any Creature, what naturall 
ny power ſoeyer-it hath to that-vſe. 
ak If any creature pare any Power to 
eſſe be a Lot,, yet that power is not to 
iſh be vicd vnto Lottery , butin caſes 
[pep ( whereot gameing is none) where- 
aithſ] in God alloweth luch vie thereof. 
thisa Tothnjntonciagar ov concluſion 
dll by a ſuppoſed confirmation- of 
naye's the Aſſumption , af Savor ew 
off 2 dog having a naturall power to 
.f bunt ,be not exiled from recreatio 
yet ought a Zot-erearareto be , for 
powef T<alonsgiven , and to he given, of 
Roni Tather deiended hereafter. Now 
carrie then to a 5. argument Acomefirs, 
ed (25 Mr. Gataker tearmerts it > ) 
5 if P48: 1.35» 4uf Coons 
Anything 
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Any thing indifferent is lawfull Lot 
matter of recreation : But Lottery|| dot 
isa thing indiffertnt ; Lottery the+J are 
refare may be made lawfall matter} *ot 
ofdiſport. The Propofition is con- hat! 
firmed by the wordes of M. Fenner, on 
Ebriſftian {faith he) recreation 44 the eh 
exerciſe of ſome thing indifferent for the *ed 
neceſſary refreſhing of body , or neinde. fy CO 
The Afſumprionis alſo proved byÞ'Si" 
My. Fennor, Tndifferent in nature 13 fori 
that, which isleft free, fo as we are} 
not ſimply commaunded , or fors| den 
biddento vie it : Butfſuch is Lot-J 75: 
rery-( ſaith Mr: Gataker) Not fim-J| 11g 
ply commaunded. For Prov..18.1AÞ £0 1 
is rather a periſion than a! precepr, | Ply 
or , Not ſo-much a Commaundenent den 
asanadviſe commending that as aff fort 
prudent/courſe ;/Nor any whereſj <ifi 
forbiddenasevillinitſelte.: 1 | | 0! 
Mr. Fennor s Hooke,trom whence ditle 
theis allegations be 'drawne, and} 1h: 
from whence I - learned; that} #071 
$ Lottes || © 
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lawful} Lottes may not be yſed in ſport, 
otteryſ| doth poove that tuſorious Lottes 
ry the-Jare forbidden , and therefore 
matterf not indifferent. Whathelpe then 
iS Con- hath Mr. Gataker. from My. Fenners 
Renenor, prR___ ? and his owne proofes 
i the helpebimas little. Foritis graun- 
for che ted , that if Lottery be either 
inde, commaunded , or forbidden', it 
red byſis not indifferent, to paſſe by the 
ture is} former , onely obſerying that 
we arefj #7. Gatakey doth not abſolutely 
xr forf| deny it to be commaunded , Prov. 
is Lot-| 7#- 14. I come to the other. x 
t fim-| might here rcferre the Reader 
18.16, 09 my Dialogue , and to my Re- 
recepr,Þ Ply > by whichit will appeare evi- 
demeent | dently - , that a Luforions Lott is 
forbidden , and therefore not in- 
different. But- to ſpeake a little 
more ( generally ) of things not in- 
difterent, becauſe forbidden, ay, 
That is forbidden as well whichis 
torbidd@by iuſtcoſequence,asthat 
* | which 
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which is expreſly forbidden: Asthat <4 
is permitted as well which is per-FP<3 
mitted by inft conſ>quence - as! 
that which is exprefſely permitted;F 
Mr. Gataker affirma=th, the latter,pa; or 
737. and will not ( Idare fay }de yRor 
the former. Agaim2:, The Word $vs- 


of Godis ſo perte&, that wharſoe-. 
ver it neither commaundeth , nor 
permittethcxpreſſely., or by iuſt 
conſequence, that is verily forbid: 


den. Forall things eſpcially fuck 


as haye relationto God , ought to 


have ſome warrant from the word # 


If Mr, Gataker putt m2 to provye 


AS 
2 


h 


”" Y 


this, Idare vndertake to prooveF® 
itdemonftratively. But I preſume F ! 


he will not. For, in the laſt mens 


tioned page , he defcribeth that to. 
be indifferent, which is(ar /caf) per- 


mitted by the Word. Ita thing be 
not ſo much as permitted , it can* 
not be lawfull, and therefore not 
indifferent, Here I wish he would 
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| what ©: 
#aFeme: he writeth, 248. 9.5» 
57 26: hl peaking of this word[ erem,} 


$i ſed to f.6 orevill, & 
; Fhewing how ſome y , that to be 


"4 different which is neither good, 7 


Sor cvill,he determineth the point 
+ 4 hus. Nevertheleſſe mo## true it #&, That. . 
ho perticuler moral attion , pltits "as 

of the reaſonable Creature proceeas, 
We nr poſſibly be ſo Padifrene 
id; it muff of necefity be either confar- 
b/c to the rules of Gods holy Word. , or 
[conformable therevnto. So that I. 
4 Fonder , why Av. 6. should fay 
ere, Lottery in game is not any 
Shere forbidden as eyill initſclfe.. 
+ $ it not evill, if forbidden, except 
|-bc otherwiſe eyill, of it felic? 
bat is good of it felfe which is 
| Fither commannded,or permitted, 
Ko 127: — Therefore thar isevill of 
:F {clfe whichis forbidden. It grei- 
ox icth my ſoule-toſee what a wide 
yore to  luforjous Lottery this 
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dodrine will make;* For now 1, 
mongers will choppe Logicke , an 
fay , What if a luforiovs Lotte"byf $* 
forbidden by inſt eonfequence;yeſ 
they are not forbidden as evill i 
themſelves,and therefore they are 
Tdffferent. Now to come' to 'M 
Gatakers laft reaſon, which, like 
Oratonr , he 'amplifieth"to teave' 
deepe impreſhion *behinde.”' 

tet it be wellcobfidered?, as in 
ſelfe,ſowhether it prooye that thi 
vie of Lottes in game is not agaial 
Gods worde ,, but hath ſufficiel 
warranttfrom'it , as he pretendet 

in his introduRtion , paz: 778. It! 
this. '% | 

M.G.s, Where the Wildome of God 

hath' not determined the ſubiedgſ 
matter,the manner, and othet Cit: 
comftanees of a thing lawtull-in'l\ 
ſelfe , there all \uchare lawfull, aFe- 
the Word dothnet forbid and af(2- ) 
no Circumſtance that a'man shal$ 

er makeJcircu, 
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nd] ake choice of,shall be againſt the 
generall rules of the word: concer- 
ning the ſame;But a Lotrisathing 
lawtull init ſelfe ; and the ſubiect- 
g matter, manner, & other Circum- 
Ranges thereof are not determined 
Gods Ward,nor againſt thege- 
oalen Therefore a = ng 
i game is not prohibited,” nor is a- 
Inſt the generall rules of Gods 
ord otherwiſe, The Propofition 
he confirmeth, Zir##., touching a 
thing lawfull in it felfe,by shewing 
that a&t to be lawfull init ſelfe, 
which in Gods word,is either com- 
maunded , or permitted expreſle. 
$y.or by iuſt conſequence. Secondly, 
touching the manner 8c. by proo- 
ving the reſt of the Propoſition; 
which he indeayonreth to perfor- 
Wme-(1.) By the Anthority of Caivia. 
N(2.) By Luke: 9. 50. (3) By 
; ofle, (4) By Shewing that the 
circumſtance of time for-free wi 
"1, 8 -. . "nr 


66 
offerings being not determined, 
they might have beene offered at 
at any:time-, and” Sacrifices might 
have been in any place before 
|  .certaine| place was determinedy 
3. 'Thirdh;touching both the Cong | 
every at, & the doing o0f itint 
or that manner, by shewing thatif 
natural] reaſon will not, of it ſe 
affoard; ſufficient direQion , the! 
-muſt-warrant be had onrof God 
Rorg.14; Word, becatiſe , Whatſocver wet | 
#3: -Futh# imme. Which Word is givellſ 
, vs in morall matters to ſupply thiF* 
.deteCt of it cauſed by our firit p; 
.rents their fall. Neither doth tt 
Wordabridge vs of the helpe , ani 
vic of naturall reaſon for direia! 
in fuch ations. The Aſſumptialſ 
.ts thus prooved. Recreation ,' il 
generall\, is warranted from thy”* 
\Word as permitted , and inioinedſ”” 
if notexpreſſely, yet by inſt con! 
'quence. | Fog the-matter or mal 

be 


©. 5 td iy AY 
WER | "Z | "WG EE- ). I ELIOT TITS PEI 
- * - an” =» "I i "x3. E 6 > F LOST x AS LXOUKL ph4,9 4+ a £ 4 5.4 £4 m > _ — — = . | 
—— » hu 4 LC EV Do. C9 wo ”k Ys Wu WW 4 S- ww fs £4 KT . 


« 7 
FE — > 


7 
mined | cf , Ot the thinges wherewith we 
red ad £945 recreate ourfelyes,, there 8 
; might nothing determined. Therefore 
efore $any meanes thatare not againſtthe 
-minedl gcnerall rules Of comelines, and 
oino ef decency, Rom. 13. 13-1. Cor. 14.46 
LEE $; Ot conveniency, arid expediency, 
gthat 7. Cor. 6. 12-and 19.23: Rem. 14- 27» 
*ſel& Of Religion , and Piety, 1. Cor..7 0. 

ther?” Coloſ. 3.17. and the like,are by 

#Godfithe Word of God allowed. .:. 
- 4; - 1 might. as did Alcxander ; looſe 7 B. f; 
is give Gordian's Knott with one choppe, 
ply ch 0d ſay, The vſe ofLottes in game 
rſt pas forbidden in the Word, referring 
th thy felfe to whatT haye, and $hall 
$ write. But for bettetatisfation, 


e, an k | "4 
DoS 101 will anſwere more particularly, 
mptial 22. doubtiug,but that the Provyer- 
ON .' be may ( now ) PTroOVe rome, VIZ: p hk 
i enteral do a theme came tht. Labs 
2M tl 471) WAY ACS THEVE CANNOT WAKE HHIGMS- 19, 
coined”) 7, Lobſerve fearetull shiftiug, r. 


onfeb2nd then 'vnſound arguing. The 
7 pl former thus 2ppeareth,/He ſuppo- 


— —_—————CQ 


feth the thing muft be lawfull in it} 
felfe , and-diſputeth onely aboutſ 
the ſubieft-matter , &c. AgaineJ 
In the introduction he ſaith. Th'vig 


of Lottes in game is not againfiff ter 


God's Word, but hath ſofficient 
awarrantfrom it , which may imp 
this poſition, {| That is againſt the; 
Word , which- hath not fufficient 
warrant fromit. ] But in the Pre 
poſition of the maine argument} 
his ground is; [Such things are law 
full, which the Word doth not forf 
bid-].Fower of his confirmations,andſ 
his Aſſumption are tothat efe#,o 
rather defed. , and his concluſtoni 
anſvyereable-:Is not this a fearety 

$hiftingcourſeof reaſoning ? Nov 
let vs conlider his vnſound. ar- 
guing. Touching the Propoſition, 
of his maineargument , I meryai 

why My. Gataker. avouching ſuci 
ſubiet-matter &c, to be lawtuly ; 
26 are not: forbidden SR ( 


4 
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aflertion with theis wordes ( Ofa- 
thing lawful init feffe) As'it {ach a 
thing may wartant our retchleſ- 
neſſe in,and about the ſabieQ-mat-. 
ter &c. 'As if God doth not;accor- 
ding to the olde ſaying, [' Love Adv 
verbes | Ah Oath isa thing lawtult 
init.ſelfe; Are not we therefore to 
'make conſcience, that the ſubie&t- 
matter , &c.-be agreable tothe 
'Word of God?Burt mervaile much 
re law} more at this grotnd.” | Sh things 
ot forÞÞ rc lawfull , as the Word aoth net 
nS,Andh forbid, ] I fer it downe thus, becau- 
fe&,of ſe the confirmations tend to make 
uſtoni}f this good: , and ſo coriclade: | All 
arefullf things not prohibited ns ermit- 
Nov ted , and therefore the tubie&> 
nd. a-l matter, 8&c. of a thing lawfull in it 
olitionf ſelfe.. I meryaile (Hay ) themore 
ervallcF becanſe My. Gataker confirmeth a 
ſucly thing or act it ſelfe to be lawtull in 
awtullf ir ſelte, if it be in the Word , either 
tht commannded , or permitted ex 
allec.y, -- _E; preflgly 
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49 
preſſely , or by iuft'conf'equence;) 
Which I acknowledge to be 10 
clearea truth, that (me think's ) 
Afr. Gataker cannot, but, in propor- 
tion of reaſon ; if he beleive the 
Word to be perfe& vnto every 
Pſal. 19: good worke , bolde All thinges to 
7 Tim, be volawtyll, whfch are not lawfull 
4.15.16, one of theis twa wayes, and the ra- 
17- ther becauſe he peremptorily af 
firmeth , pag. 9s. All particular 
morall actions , be they never {q 
different, to be either conformas 
ble , or diſcoptormable to Gods 
Word , and, by particular actions, 
he meaaeth actions clothed with 
circumſtances , pag. 94- O that Ar. 
Gatakey would holde to this doCtri- 
foo, 3/2! Then should he thereby pro: 
2092. 3' yokeall, who make conſciences 0 
* - _ theirwayes, av4der truth ( thatigh 
doe good workes fincerily ) 70 
te the light , that their deedes might bt 
pale muntfert, that they are wrought At 
«72 (7 BEG WI coramg 
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1ence;! | £174/2g 0 God, On the contrary; If 
be 5: | Þe bring not diſciples 79 :heLaw,and Ia $go, 
ink's ): 7 eftmony , by docrine according 
ropor | *2 the Word, but yrithe from it,” 
ve the | Þy,, £<aching that to 'be lawtult 
every which is not forbidden ; astherein- 
19es to his light faileth,ſo thereby he $ball 
awfi | make mn carelefſe to ſeeke for 
their warrant, and wilfulltoſeeke fs. 
ter their owne heart , and gyes after which Wag 
they goe 4 whoring: Well , let vs exa-.** 
mine his confirmations. . Frſ# , Mr. 1, 
Calvins teſtimony in English is this, 
[ When the Scripture delivereth general 
rules of a lamfull uſe , the ſe ut to be timi- 
zed according to them.} From hence 
Mr. Gataker concludeth that a man 
hath a ſufficient warrant for an 
circumſtance heshall make choiſe 
of, that is natagainſt thoſe rules. 
Mr. Calvin ſpeaketh of an Vie, and 
ofan Vſedoe we diſpute, Mr. Gat4- 
ker concludeth a Circumſtance: 
Mr, Calvin ſaith, According, Mr:Gata- 
h E 4 ty 
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ter concludeth ; Not againſt. 1s || Chr: 
this ſound arguing 7 1s the 2-con* «| occa 
firmation from Luke : 9. 59. much | ſitio 
better 2: The wordes ſet downe; [ſents 
by Mr. Gataker be theis. [ He that Joi 
not againi? me , i withme. | This'| 
place { forſooth) jsa rule holding 

1n the ſu biet-matter, &c. neither 
determined , .nor terbidden. As 

theis wordes , [ He that is not with me, i 

1 againit me , Math. 12.30. | is arule' 

in the ſubie&t-matter , &c. deter- 
mined. Both a like in conceipt.: 

And why may not M,Gatakers ? cons. 

ceipt be the ſame touching thins' 
ges,or actions ? But let ys ſee,whe= || fu 
ther the conceipt be.not a be-miſ-: 
red Phartahy. In the former place. 
Chriſt his werdes are occaſfioned'Þ | 
hy bis Diſciples their forbidding 

one who caſt outDivels in Chritt'} 
"his name. Forbid him not 


7; 


Is | Chriſt ſpake thoſe wordes ypon 


Ccon= « | occaſion of the Phariſes their oppo- 
nuch | fition. So that conſider the two 
owne.: {ſentences with their occaſions to- 
+ hat Joither, this, indeed, is the ſumme. 
ATT All menare either with, or againſt 
ing 
ther} So that: thoſe two'ſentences are 
. As'Jlike theis. He that is-not a goate, 
th me, fisa sheepe, and He that is not a 
«{sheepe is a goate. But Mr. Gataker's 
- Jargument is this. All men whoare 
- | not againſt Chriſt , are with him; 
- | Eherefore Circumſtances not de- 
In" termined, nor forbidden, are law- 
full. Is this ſound-arguing ? The 
i=" 8 4rd confirmation is from a Gloſſe. 
F 399» I remember an _ ſayin 
| 4 aurſed. plofſe corrupt's the Text. 
ng' | Now js oath dd" Gata- 
itt I ker have any blefling by this glofle, 
laid”} the wordes whereof in English, be 
| theis. | A rhings ave permitted by Law, 
which are not found prohibited. ] Note, 
+377 188 E-5 that 


Chriſt. For there be no Nentralles. 


Dept.19 God to walke in his wayes. Is then 


74 
that it ſpeake'sof things. There= pu 
fore it make's as welltor actions,. a. 
as for circumſtances: Is this D#w-Þ.1. 
zity ? But what Law ? If the Gvill x; 
Law, what is that to the point ? Ex+ 
cept Mr. Gataker can proove, the 
Civill Law to be a perfect rule ta, 
ys; and whatſoever it permitteth is 
allowed of God. Howſoeyer ,(I 
fay ) this courſe of fetching. proo- 
fes fromany other Law, than God's 
Law, is fitter for a Papift , who hol: 
deth Yawritten verities (ſo called ) 
to be a ſupplement to the Scriptu- 
 res,thereby toauthorize traditions 


of men, than for one , that feareth 


this glofling ſound arguing ? Hath 
the fowrch confirmation more yali- 
dity in it than the reſt ? The tor- 
mer 3. prootes ſpeake not directly 
of Circmmſtances according .to 
the propornien , ( fo doth Mr. Ga- 
eaker diſpute Adidem) here he fath 

cre 
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here- here then Linquire Tf the Circum- 
tons, tances of Time ; and Place be at 
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areth 
then 
Hath 

vali- 


e pleaſure of him that vieth a 


thing lawfull in it ſelfe,, doth it fol- 
low therevpon , that the ſubie- 
matter, and manner be ſoroo ? If 


God allow any thing ro be done, 
of neceſlity' there muſt be atime, 
and place , when and where it may 
be done , Even when, and where 
there is iuſt occafion of the At 
Itis to be obſcrved, that , as here, 
ſo , in the Propoſition ' it fſelte 
My. Gatakey {lideth from the fub- 
ie-matter, and manner , to cir- 
cumſtances onely. Is not this 
fainting ? Let vs now proceed 
to that , which My. Gataker wri- 
teth , touching both'the doing of 


tor: every act , and the doing of it in 
ECHY | this;and that manner. Neither of 
S ” which needeth warrant from the 
I. 4 Word if naturall reaſon, oft ſelte, 


hcrc 


afford ſufficient direRio, Good Lord! 
—_ int 
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What fearefull shifting from the 
Word 1s here ? But why doth he 
ioyne the doing it ſelfe of an Adt.} : 
with the mannerthereof ? Tletell 
you,even to makea way to his Af 
ſumption, For , ithe ſticke cloſe 
to that which he teacheth in ime- 
diate wordes, to witt, that an a& ith 
ſelſc is lawfull init ſelfe , if, inthe 
Word ,it be, either commannded; 
or permitted expreflely, or i om 
conſequence, he foreſceth , that it 
will be anſwered tothe fore-part 
_ of his aſſumption , thatevery Lott 
is not lawfull in it ſelte. Therefore 
he would trouble the Reader's 
head with a ſuppoſed' direQion 
therein of naturall reaſon, and that 
ſufficient , (I ſay) Suppoſed ; For 
he sheweth no dire&tion' therein 
of naturall reaſon either ſufficient; 
or inſufficient. But let vs with 
teare , and trembling, conſider Mr. 
Gataker his moſt ſtraunge poſition 
- £9 


Cd 


m the to witt , [-Nezwher che doing of any wt 
th he | 207 the manner of doing needeth warrate = 
1 AJ FomtheWord',. xo Reaſon of it 
le rellf flee air diredtion. | Let vs 
is AC er 1t (I ſay) together with 
cid his reaſon. For daith be) the Word 
is given vs in morall-matters , to 
ſupply the defect of naturalkrea- 
|| ſon canſed by . our firſt -parents 
| theirfall. Isit our beſt way then 
to ſeeke ſufficient direCtion , in 
.- | morall matters, from naturall rea- 
ſon , before we conſult with God 
inhis Word? Fot the ſaid direCtion 
is the 2. time vrged ed thus. I lay 

where natnrall reaſon doth not, o 
it ſelfe, afford ſufficient re 
and neede notarmman know , that 
he hath warrant ſrom God's Word 
if;in his perſwaſion , he have ſuffi- 
cient direction from naturall Rea- 
ſon > Doth the Maxime of Gods 
Spirit quoted here , by Mr. Gataker Row 
towitt , [ What 6s nat of Buith is fame 23. 
intlmate 
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Rom. 8, firſt Parents their fall ? O God 


Te 


-&c.) given to the Word. ForitÞ; 


78 
intimate. That whatſoever is done ; 
by ſufficientdireCtion from natu- 
rall reaſon, is of Faith ? Became 
naturall reaſon onely defective, 
and not corrupted alſo by our 


have mercy vpon vs.! For ſee that 
the Wiſedome of the Flesh is En-J : 
mity againſt thee; For it is notfub- 
iect tothy Law , neither, indeed, 
can be. But why doe I'vexe my 
ſoule with this fearefull doctrine, 
ſeeing Mr, Gatakers heart fainteth 
in the proſecution thereof ? For, 
at laſt ,he.cometh to ſay. Neither 
doth the Word abridge vs of the 
helpe, and vſe of naturall reaſon 
for direQion in ſuch actions. Here 
is ſome more. authority ( to witt, 
Of not abridging vs ot the helpe, 


dothimply, that the Word might 
abridge vs , '&c. Therefore out 
moſt warrantable way is to be wel 


infor- 


s done 
natu- 
ecame 
>Ctive, 
y .out 
| God 
& that 


1S En- 
5t fuab- 


deed, 
xe mY 
trine, 
inteth 
? For, 
either 
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realon 
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is 19 
informed, when, and how farre,the 
Word doth give vs leave to vie the 
direction of naturall reaſon in mo- 
rall matters. If this be ſo, then the 
former ſtrange doQtrine is contra- - 
dicted , and Incedenot make any 
anſwer to the ſcriptures quoted 
in the margent., So then I pro- 
ceed to the Aſſumption of the 
maifie argument.” In the former 
patt whereof,it is to be denied ( as 
was faide before) that every Lot 
is a thing lawfull in it ſelfe, For as 
a Divinatory, by hitn , cap. 77.10 a Lu- 
ſoriout Lori by me, and others, is de- 
nied tobe a thing lawfull in it ſelfe, 
More clearily toanfwer the other 


"E part. It is to be obſerved , that, 


10 this large , argument ir cannot 
gathered whath 2. G. meaneth 


— jy Oy Subieti-matter, Sothe minde of 


the Reader may be troubled with 


4 wordes; which ought not to be.But A8s.15 


> WEE by that which he writeth,peg-270.1 7+ 


vnder- 


3o F | _ 
ynder ſtand hemeaneth the Matter 
whereabout the, Lottery. is imy. 
ployed. Ito I affirme that the 
tubiect matter of a Lott, is. dete 
mined, by God,namely,A Contr 
yerly tobe ended thereby ; and 
therefore I alſo affirme- lnſoriud.wi 
buiſinefle ( to vie Ar. Gataker owng 
word pag- 139.-)'to be a fubieR 
matter ot a Lott., no.lefle againf 
the gencrall rules of the'Wore 
than-was. the: finding.out of Tones 

In MF. Gatakeys indgment, ; ag-274 

It then a Luſorions-Lotthe noty 
thing lawfull an it {elfc ,& It Luſos 
rious buifineſſe: be a ſyubie&t-mat 
ter of a Lott, that is againſt the ge 
nerall rales;then how can the mat 
ner ,, ,and- other -circumſtancesÞibidd 
though neither determined , pofffo , 
forbidden. , be Juficient* warrantKing 
for. the vie of a Luſorious Lott key 
Now then, Let vs try the torce olphea 
the Aſſumption's confirmation, It 
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| is rrue-that Recreation in generall, 
Matter] indefinitely vnderſtood,is warrans 
is 1m4-ted by God's Word. ButI beleive 
hat the ar; Garaber will not affirme all re- 
actery creations taken vp by men , tobe 
ontroy ſo warranted:;” Yes ( faith Av. Gata« 
y ; and] ker) we tay recreate our ſelves 
uſoriug with any thing, thatis not againſt 
r owneſ the generales rules , becauſe, tou- 
ubieQy ching'things; wherewith we may 
againſt recreate”, there is/ nothing-deter« 
Word mined. 
f 10n44]. Of this evaſion | Not againf ] 1 
ag-2744 neede not ſpeake at this inſtant. 
e notiÞBut 'touching things not deter- 
t Luſo-Jmined , fo much inculcated, I 
t-matJaske whether things muſt _ be 
the gedetermined particularly , or by 
e Mmalgname ; Or elle, if not. ſo for- 
tances|bidden , they are lawfull. If 
] , poflld , why doth Ar. ered hora 
yarrantKing of divers particulars , ). as 
; LottYÞkey, and a booke, ofa paire 
xrce olfheares, and a five , and ſuch like 
tion, It IN 6 TER ſo 
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- Not found there commannded 


| Recreation, But if by Not determi 


. made from them ? It he thus ade * ; 


* but he himſelſe is too bolde in'de 


$2 
ſo earneſtly aske , Are they any WW 
where found revealed in the Wordſ 

of God * Where he is of anothetſ] 
minde , than here , arguing thus 


or permitted; therefore vnlawfulll * 
If it be faid, Not ſo found there, tof.** 
finde outa theife. Ithenfay; Nei 
ther are Lottes ſo found there for 


ved be meant , Thinges wherewithy ** 
we recreare are not determined} 7 
in the Word either expreffly;or by 
wftconſequence, then, whofoeverſ © 
faith ſo ,it he be wiſe, will adde[* 
farre asT eve remember, and know. | Fo 
who can remember all the ſerteny 7 
ces of holy Scriptures , and know 
all iuſt conſequences, that may be 


then his Negation is of no yalidity, 


nying,ypon preſumprion,that ano : 
ther remembreth,arjd knowethnoſ\ *26 
— = 
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RR. 4. : . 
more than he.” At laſt let vsreli- 
gionty conſider the generall rules 
1.10 often ſpoken of , and we hall 
ng thus finde, that Mr. Gataker should haye 
,unded done well riot to have pleaſed Zh 
bertines by pleading Not again#f , but 

jj to have given the Word due ho- 

54 nour by faying with "A. Ca/r5p. 

4 [ The h of thingsis' to be limited 
according. to the general rules. } 
-rewithj For theis rules require Decency Ex 
riminedd p<4ency , and Picty , find therefore 
y,or by they are not obeyed bythe vie of 
foever things not vndccent , not inexpeazent, 
ddef 5 28d not impiou. For itisto beno- 
v. ] For ted that in 7. Cor. 5. 72. and 72: 23, 
enten 2a4faith nor,all things are lawtull, 
t kriowp: Þut ſome things are inexpedient, 
may be butin both places thus. { A :hings 
ij. «re lawfull , but all art not expedient: | 
Let ys conſider theis rules yet ſo- 
meyhatrmore nearely tothe point. - 
+anol. Touching the #5. The wordes of 
ada . the Apoſtle, 7. Gr. 14- 40+ be theis., 
bs i EE 
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ble , er 2fepd 4 brother ,. thatis , 0c- 


[ Let af things be doye hone#thy , and by 
erdey | In which'is nointimation, 
that all things are mm. themſelves 
lawfull to bedone, which aredone | 
honey ,& by order ,but a charge that 
all things,be they in themſelyesne- 
ver ſo lawfull, be done. honeſtly,& 
by order. Thoſe drinke offerin 

to Bacchws,commonly called Healthes 
(per Antiphraſin,) are ſolemnized ſo- 
metimes with ſtanding, ſometimes 
with. kneeling , alwayes with put- 
ring of hatts , and jſome. ſpeech 
more. or leſſe , are they. accepta- 
ble to God , becauſe they are zh4 
orderly carried ? It not, Then be 
Lotts , and the.vſers of them in 
gaming neyer ſo orderly diſpoſed, 
yet are they not. therefore iuſti- 
fied. - Touching the ſecond rule. It 
istrue, Fhat all things muſt be ex- 
pedient, that is,edify, 7, Cor. 19. 23s 
Therefore they finne; who ſtum-+ 


caſien 


© —- 


a 0 oo rH ln OHSS RIS AAA PA AA. oo 


8 
eafion him to fall or bz made wea- 
| Ke, Row: 74 73. 27. But Luforious 
Lotts occafior zhouſants to fallinto: 
finne,8 to be weake in goodnefſe. 
Therefore they doe nor cdifie;aud 
therefore are'not expedient. Con- 
cerning the 3. rw. - Let all things tobe 
Hone to Gods glory, 1. Cor. 1 9: 31. Is this 
to Gods glory , to vie his name in 
any other caſe than wherein God is 
well pleaſed his name should be y- 
fed, 8& thEto-take that name in vai= 
nels tempting of God any glory to 
God? Butplaying with a Lottis'to 
vie God's name in an other caſe, 
than wherein God is wellpleaſe& 
his Name should be vied, and then 
alſo to take that Namein vaine, & 
it isa greiyous tetupting of God as 
Shall be prooved. Therefore play- 
ing with a Lots is not to God's glo- 
ry,& by conſequence not agreable 
to Rehgion, and Fiery, Thoughir be 
ſufficiently prooved that Luſori- 
Ti F 3 ous 
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ous Lotts are dire&ly-aga inft 118 
of che generall Rules,and not waTr- 
ranted by the third , fo that Mr. Ge 
gcker hath not bere red his cauſe by 
appealing rothem , yet it is to, be 
obſerved , that all the rules re- 
quire, Things , and 4joxs to be ac- 
cording to them ., But My. Gataker 
by _ ſpeaking of them , would 
zuſtify cixcumſtances , and meanes 
of playing with Lotts if ( forſoeth) 
they be not oovol them. "Thus 
having evidently shewed Reaſons 
' inducing { not drawing”). Mr.' Ge: 
zaker to allow Luſoriovs Lotts tq 
be both fearetull , as theis eyaſlive 
ſpecches..'[ Not evill in themſelves.” 
[. Not prohibited. ] [Not determined} 
&, | Nut againſt the generall rules,| doe | * 
import,8 otherwiſe ynſound, I wil}. - © 
now (with God's helpe I hope) re- Þ = 
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ly vpon Af. G. anſwers to mine ar- 
TR againſt playing with Lots, 
ontgined i my Dialogue. r 


ker's 
#nſmers t0 arguments conteined 11 \** 
. . .4 Dialogue ag ainit the un. * 
lanfulnes of games * * 
 confiting in © 


ChaNACes 


| Hatfoever © di- Dialog, 
c eatly, Or la _ Re | 
e, or in a 1pect 6.2 
FAVES manner "renderh ,**** 
J)L to theadvauncing A 29 
| === of God's Name 1s 73 
to be vſed rehigioyſy , & not to be v+ Prov, 16 
{edin ſporte, as we may not pray, $3« 
.: | orſwearc in ſpotte-: But the vſe of 
'q' Lotts directly, or oficſelte; and in 
ſpeciall manner tenderhto the ads» 
' | yauncing of the name of God'in 
--.+ | attributing to his ſpeciall 'Frovis 
al: " "FF 4 Yeare, 


F A Reply to M. Gata 
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mm 


Atts. 1, 
14.26, 
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was (ated) an immediate , and 
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dence inthe whole, and immediate! 
diſpoſing of the Lot , & expecting 


=— - 


he event. Therefore the vie at- 
Lotts is not to bein iport. Afi 
The Aſſumption 1s not true , if. 
it be underſtood yniverſally. The 
proofe- annexed I deny ; Neither 
doe the places produced proove. 
it. The former of them , concer- 
ning ordinary Lotts , or Lotts in 
enerall, was anſwered ſufficicatly 
before; The larter is an example 
of an extraordinary Lott , wherein 


=- 


ſpeciall Providence. But extraors- 
dinary examples make no generall- 
rules. Neither is it a good courle . 
of arguing to reaſon from the ſpe-. 
ciall,orafingular, -to the generall, Yi 
and yniyeriall::' Much lefle from 
oneextraordinary act or event, to 
all ordinary courſes of the fame 
Kinde. Herein is-the- difference 
between the one , and the hes 
| That 


— 
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2] That the one could not but fall 
:Icertainly , were it never ſo often 
ot-Jcaſt, whereas the other , caſt often 

- Jin the ſame caſe, would not certai- 

E-Jnely fall out ſtill che fame. 

"The affumption vnderſtood v- Reply 7. 
niverſally is true , and the places 
-Jquored make good the- proofe 
r= {thereof , as shall bemade manifeſt. 

1 therefore letys conſider the x: 
{ſuppoſed diſtintion betweene or- 

E Jdinary , and extraofdinary Lotres =: 
in $M. Gatater ſpeakerh of a diſtinc- # 
tion , but sheweth not wherein, 
- (touching / the Lorttes themſel- 
-Ives, ) it doth confift. Indeed, tou- 
fehing themſelves ,' ( as rhey be. 
JLottes,) there is nodifference;For. 
Jinan ordinary , as well as in an ex- 
traordinary Lott, the things are 
by man ; ofpurpoſe intentionally 
Jdifpoſed- vato a yariable event, 
&they are wholy diſpoted by G 
-Ivato | this /, 'or vato that event, 
F 5 which 
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92 
which theyſer ofaLott expeCeth, |, 
It fo, then it followeth , That the py 
vie of all Lottes » ( 48 they be Lattes ) life 
whether ordinary, or extraqrdinasſ; 
ry 4 dir ectly, or of it felte,8: in {p Bo 34 
ciall manner , tendeth to the ad- matt 
vauncing of the Name of God. nd 
How ?. The vie ofLottey attribu- on 
teth to Gods ſpeciall Prowdencg fall e 
In the wok «and immediate difs].””. 
ON r eLott, &lIn ti 4 [PF 

Hey Doth this Crcoc—g 5 . 
good ſence? Is there then no c Hee. 
Tence betweene an ordinary , andſ,. 
extraordinary Lott ? The onely[;, 


| lence 
diftcrence.is the ſubieit-matrer wheel. 
Feabout the | which 


The ſubiet-matter . of an ordinary ie dc 


Lott,is,-by God's allowance , All.” 
Controverſy to be ended : The 


I 
declin 
ordin: 


Shoulc 


«rout 


þ 


wicdt-ratter of an extraordinary 
Lottisany other matter , where: 
aboutaLottis imployed by God's 
Ipeciall direction; PEI iti 
| Vn 


g7 

Xeth, nlawfull, as be luforious,and Divt- 
at the þ tory Lotts. In regard of which 
tes Mifference onely , My, Gatakers Lo- 
dinas Pique holdeth good,as thus.” From 
n ſpes['1.c vc of a Lott about another 
he ad- natte r than ending a Controverly 
God{,14 that by God's ſpeciall direc- 
tribus| ion;it followeth not, hes it is law- 
dence ffoll to yſc a Lott about any other 
ow dif. matter,than ending a Controyer- 
eCting Iw oy ng, without God's ſpe- 
CAITYBiall direction. But Mr. Gataker 
Qt = rhageres differenceto witt, 
a An immediate, and ſpeciall Provi- 
oneh dence in an extraordinary Lott, 
whey which is notin' an ordinary Lott. 
OYCc x ie dath ſo ; and therefore in his 
on { ogique , he cunningly ioynerh 
TIASrs extraordinary Event £9 

& ſuppoſed extraordinary Act; & 
3a; clineth the proofe of an extra- 
here Jo ording att”, ach rather he 
Gods Should ye done , becauſe mine 


5; argument” * ftanderh vpor the ve 
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92, /(714 of cc 
; of Lottes. Neither doth he found{aflur 
Iy proove an'immediate , and ſpeſfng « 
ciall Providence, orextraordinaryBut 4 
event; to be in an extraordin: y place 
and-notin an ordinary Lott. Foryder v 
as/1t 1s a tempting God to caliyhc fa 
an extraordinary -Lott the fir 
time without God's fpeciall diftrao: 
rection » pag 313, ſo it isa JITCS Ol 
ting,yea , a greater tempting offdes 1 
God, when he hath given his indggand a 
mentalready by the event of thejOrig 
Lott, to caſt the Lott againe with--ppe 
out his ſpeciall dire@Qion. Hoy Fit » 
then can Myr. Gatakey ſo confidentlyung 

affirme, thatan extraordinary Lotfextra 
conld notburt fallcertainly , werefſmean 
it neverſo ofr caſt ?-Indeed, Thetwg 

certaine event of anextraordina$nd e 
ry Lot may ,in faith}, beexpeed > 15 
becauſe of Gods ſpeciall dire&tion;BP*00' 
And why. not ſo inian ordinary .v 
Lott? Secing God adviſeth vs, 24 much 
Ihe to vie Lottes for the ending 
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. _  Jof controyerſtes, Prov. 19.184. and 
foundjaſlureth vs that the whole diſpo- 
nd ſpe8fing of them isof him , Prov. 16. 33» 
dinaryBut Ar. Garakter hath anſwered this 
linaryJplace before. Let vs then confi- 
- Fordder what he hathanſwered:Before 
to calfhe faith; paz-744. Good Authours 
ie firfſexpound this place of ſingular, ex- 
all diftraordinary, and miraculous Lot- 
remptes onely. But( faith he) the wor- 
ing offdes ſeeme to-be more. generall, 
5 indggartd are,word for word,thus in the 
of thefOriginall , [ 7he Lord ca# into the 
> witheLafppe , bt every indgment , or diſpoſing 
- Howl /t, # of God: | Doth not contu- 
dentlyſting them , who 'holde-onely 
y Lotfiextraordinary + Lottes: tor be 
 werefſmeant in this place. , and tranfſla- 
 Theſſting the;- Text | Every. indgment | 
rdina{nd expounding it , | Or diſpoſing of 
eed,F” , ]shew plainely that this place 
Aion IPprooveth mine Aſſumption to 
linaryſſbe .yniverſally true ? So that I 
'S, pas much MeLYable that he denicth 
ding} | vius 
0 


34 by 
thisplace to proone mine Afſump.| eye 
tion, becauſe it concerneth Lotteaſye4; 
ingenerall. Forititdoeſo , thenffing 
 ttprooyeth that oxdinaty , as wel plac 
as extraordivary Lottes. tend toftion 
the adrauncing of the Name off por 
God: Againe pag. 145. Mr. Gatakethteth 
taking the wordes , as theyareyterh 
ſually read in the GenewatrawſlarionPro 
and the Xing 5 edition , ito witt, | 7 
Lott #4 cat into the lappe , but the whilfwon 
diſpoſition, or diſpoſing "thereof is of thil Les. 
Lord , | graunteth that the whole] chay 
event is of God. A graunt thouglifchay 
true , yetturning the reader ahidJyho; 
from Gig the whole truth. Folſwore 
the Text is , [The whole difþoſing of thpret; 
Lott caft into the ape. It then thi they 
Lot caſtinto the lap,that is,of pmrpiFthing 
diſpoſed by man vutoa variable oF drſpc 
vent , be wholydiſpoſed by Gol6f th 
{o,as the event be that, which piehby a 
ſeth him, then God doth not wed ynto 
zcly diſpoſe the Lot te Skis; or roT that i 
| YES.» 
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95 
event ,if not mediarery ; then muve- 


al mediately, becauſe 2 pri. cf 


Mfing is of him. Doth not then t 


5 
place make good' mine: Afſump- 


of tion?Bur for all this My. Gataker will 
Mnot have it ſo; For as he tranſla- 


teth this place, he ſanh It impor- 


'vJteththns much, | That there is a 


Providence in all things, even the 
leaſt, and moſt caſuall |and this he 


wa would confirme by theis my wor- 
"4 des , viz : | The diſpoſing{of the 
4 chaunce is ſecret, thatitmight be 
My chaunce indeed, & wholy ot God, 
J whodirected all things.} Doe theis 

MT wordes iuſtifie Myr. Gatakers inter» 
I pretation of this place ? Yes; For 
they ſay plainely, Goddirected all 
things, and, they ſay withall ; The 

q diſpoſing of the chaunce ( that is 
2008 of the things purpoſedly diſpoſed 
JJ by a-man vnto-a variable event ) 


vnto a'ccrtaine event ; is ſecret, 
that it may bechauuceindeed,thar 


PER 18, 
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Is, an event not by the will ofman]] giat 
but wholy of God. So that my{tbei 
wordes imply this argument. God mea 
direfeth all things, Thereforeſof a 
much more , in our diſcerning , a|quar 
Lot, the whole diſpoſing whereq grau 
is of him. This is farre from ſaying] che: 
that this place importeth onely,[ thin 
That there is a Providence in allf.qe 5 
things. Neither doth Ar. Garakeri te P: 
tranſlation inferre this imported} gen; 
interpretation. For this diſcre-J] ,; þ. 
tion. [ But | doth1ſo oppoſe CVCIVI bein 
iudgment,or diſpoſing of it {as hef] 11fe 
expoundeth uagment )to aLot caſt with 
into the lappe,as that Ev:ry asofing, | inmz 
is all one with The whole diſpoſmt ff the * 
This place ſo troubleth My. Garter this, 
that from it he would have noffhim 
more gathered, than that the who-J thin, 
le event ( asof all things, ſo) ofa As at 
Lot,is ofthe Lord. Yet ſo, as wor- purp 
king by meanes 1n. the moſt of varia 
the m,and not implyingand agen diate 


| 97 
ofman] diate Providence - vniverſally in 
hat my} them. I neede not examine the 
t. God meanes, or immediate Providence 
:reforef of all'the inſtances quoted in the 
uog , a} tuargent 'For here. it is imphedly 
hereo grau nted ( for he faithnot 47, but 
layinglche-'»-0# of them ). that in ſome 
onely, things God worketh-not by mea- 
> In all} nes, and that there is an immedia- 
arakent te Providence Particularly , for he 
ortedſ fJenjeth ſuch a Providence onely, 
liſcre-Y 25 being wniverſaly. Howſoever it 
'q bein other things,I thinke it is ma- 
nifeft to all, that will iee,that God, 
| without meanes ,, and therefore 
immedtately , doth' wholy diſpoſe 
the Lot caft iuto the lappe vnto 
atakttÞ this, or thatevent , what pleaſeth 
Ve NOEhim , whereas man difpoſeth the 
 who- things onely vnto a variable cyent. 
) ofa As at cardes, man shufleth them of 
WOT? purpoſe to diſpoſe them vnto a 
oft of variable eyent: But, by the unme- 
DIME* | diate Providence of God; they are 
diate]. - =o fo 
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98 
ſoshuMed , as that this , or that cal 
event followeth. Therefore ( with] 2 
Mr. Gatakey favour ) any reafonableſ © 
man may judge it not ſenſelefle ro 1 
fay { which he doubteth of pa. 747.)Þ *2. 
that in childrens playes , at Even, (fa 
and Odde,or at Heades,er Points,there late 
is an immediate Providence , In in{ J"* 
clining the will of the childe , anc and 
guiCng his conieture. Thus wel#Ni! 

ee this place doth confirme mine vid 
aſſumption , and the proofe annex the: 
ed, My. Garakers interpretation notY 0D 
withſtanding. But he giveth 2. rea 
ſons againſt an immediate proyi 
dence in ordinary Lottes , whidl 
are alſo to be confidered. Thefs 
mer 1s this. That which agreet! 
to a thing, asitis ſuch, agreeth ne 
ceſſarily to all things,thar are ſuch 
Theretore it there be an immeJf. © 
diate Providence in a Lot , as it "in; 
caſuall, then there is an immediat{® 0 
providence in all thinges, that arq#®*© - 


caſuall] 


1 
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9 
of thael caſuall ':.But the latter is not true; 
e ( with] ©729 0t the former, pag- 143. Why 
Onablel Notthe latter ?if theis Poſitions be 
lefſe rol rue. That which ſeemes Chaunce 
pa. 147.) ©2.VS » is acertaine Word of God 
t Even ( ſaith Beryard, But Mr. Gatak: tranſ- Sermos 
'5,the A lateth It n Is 4 4 word of God ) AC- quidant 
Inn quainting vs with his Will ; p4g. 27. 
e , ard and In caſuall events thereisno- 
*hus wd#hing guiding them, but God's Pro- 
ne mind vidence , pag. 22. But ſuppoſe that 
anne there is not an immediate Proyi- 
- on not$ JENCein all things , that be caſuall, 
h 2. rea{ what is thatto tne purpoſe ? For 
provi all things caſuallare notſuch,with a 
| whichIEott, wherein things are of purpo- 
Thefo ſe diſpoſed by man vnto an vncer-- 
agreet] taineevent ; which things, ſo.dil- 
-eth nepoſed by man , are wholy diſpoſed 
re {uct by God vnto a certaine event; this 
| imme4er that ; ſo it is not in all other 
-,as it! hings, that be caſuall. Therefore 
mediatg#!! other caſuall things , and Lotts 
that are#7©-not ſh, Neither is it laid att 
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immediate Providence is in 'a Lot, 
as it is caſuall, but as the Lot being 
made caſuall is wholy diſpoſed by 
God to this, or that event. So that 
from Mr,Gatakers axiome this argu. 
ment may be framed- An imme- 
diate Providence, in an extraordi- 
nary Lot , is acknowledged by Mr. 
Gataker as it is aLot( ſayT) wholy 
diſpoſed by God ; Therefore an 
immediate Providence 1s in an or- 
dinary.Lot{(as it is a Lot) wholy dif: 
poſed by God. For there is no 
difference betweene theis ſorts 0 
Lotts,(as they be Lotts) and ſodil. 
poſed. For Mr. Gataker hath $he- 
wed that Prov, 16. ;3. ſpeaketh as 
well ot one ſort of Lotts, as of anc 
ther. The other argument is thi; 
which is the 4//-kow.. If in eye 
Lott there be neceſſarily an imme 
diate worke, and Providence 
God , then is itin the naturall of 
man to make God worke imm 


date! 


IT 
diately athis pleaſure : But to ſay, 
being that 1t is in man's power naturaily 
od by toſett God on working , immedia- 
vo that fely » At his pleaſure , is abſurd, 
There is not therefore an imme» 
diate worke , and Providenee of 
God neceflarily in every Lott. My. 
Gataker like an Oratour , ſeemeth 
defirous to draw his adverfary into 
hatred by thei wordes | Neceſſarth, 
Naturall power , Sett Goda on wot- 
bing » Ak pleaſure , To, ſay Y and' Ab. 
ſurdVerba dum ſint , ſurdo canit. But 
hoping better , I aunſwering his 
Logique , deny the Aſſumption. 
| For-it is as mach in man's naturall 
powertoſet God on worke imme» 
diately, in an ordinary, asin an ex- 
traordinary Lot. For both God, 
and man doe reſpeCtively as tauch 
in the one Lottyas in the other. 
But anextraordinary Lot'is by the 
ſpeciall dire&ion of God :' True; 
So is al ordihary Lott by God's 
| G 3 ſpecial 


x02 | 
ſpeciall adviſe to ende a contro 


yerſy. If then every Lot be a ſet. 
ting of our glorious God qn wor- 
ke,there ought to be prayer, if nog 


by wordes; yetin heartin the vſe 


as well of ordinary,as cxtraordinay 


Ty Lotts: It lo, then Lotts are not 


Dialor. 


Pſal.78. 
18,r9. 

V/a.7.12 
Math,4. 


6,74 


to be vied in ſport. Here they 


Lot 


will I proceed to the defence of | doe 


my ſecond argument, whichis this, 
PAR 150: y | 
We are not to tempt the Al- 
mighty by.a yaine deſire of manis 
feſting his power , and ſpeciall 
Providence : Bat by vſing Lotts,in 
ſpart we tempt the Almighty ,-yak 
nely defiring.. the, maniteſtation 
.of his ſpeciall Proyidence/jn; .his 
immediate diſpoking ; Theretorc 
we-may not vſc;Lotts in {port 
The Aſſumption (faith Mr, Gat: 
fer )-i they ſeeme-to prooye. on 
this wiſe. To call God! ro fit 


jn. indgment , where there is, no 


oe ; necel: 


Thi: 


fron 


of r 
ve 
alle; 
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y :ceſſity ſo to dos, for the derer- 


mining of trifles , is to remph 
© 


nay to .»z97#-. God : But by t 


viz of Lotts in ſport , God is 
called to fitt in rad ent , whe- 
re 1s no neceflity , tor the deter- 
mining of trifles. By the,-vſe of 
Lotts in ſport therefore.., we 
doe tempr ,. and dishonour God. 
This -argum2nt Afv.. Gataker - hath 


from 2:2 that learned man 


of reverend m:mory. To Fen 
ve the Alumption whereof , he 
alleadgeth theis wordes out of 


[my Dialogae. - A Lot in the has 


ture thereof doth as neceſfari. 
ly ſappoſe the Providence”, and 
Loretta preſence of God", as 
an Oath , in the nature there- 


of, doth ſuppoſe the 'zeftifing 


prefence of God ', yea ſo, that, 


as in an'Oath ,' ſo in a Lot, 
prayer is exprefſed , or tobe yn- 
derſtood, h 

F G4 The 


. 
= OO Ce ow — 
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<< 


providence , and imediate worke'Þ}: 


f 
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| Aunſw. The Afumption of the maine } eye 


Argument is not true, but onely in | cati 
extraordinary Lottes,yſed not with' Oat 
out ſpeciall ficeQion. Yearather, | pli 
if a Lor be ſuchas is here ſaid , it is 
not lawful to vie Lotres in any 
caſe whatſoever. Becauſe thereby 
we require a worke of God'sim; 
mediate Power , and Providence, 
and ſo tempt God. And to ſpeake | Bi 
as thetruth is. By this courſe,and J fore 
force of this diſcourſe , the onely |: 
lawtull vie of aLotis eg 


& an ynlawfull yſe ofitisallowed 
in the roome of it. Againe: An 
Oath, and a Lot are not alike. The 
compariſon. therefore laide. bee 
twcene them will not holde., For 
neither. is the right of oughtinan 
ordiuary Lot , putto the ſpeciall 


of God,.zs the truth of the thing. 
teſtified is in an Oath ,, put to his Þ give 
Teſtimony ; Neither is there in | oth 

: | every | 


TOs 
naine' J eyery Lot any fuch folemne inyo. 
iely in Þ cation of God , as there is in an 
2 witl'f Oath ever,either expreſſed,or im- 
ather, plied: . For the definition of each 
|, itis Jching conteineth the whole nature 
n any Þ of the thing defined. Now a Lot 
ereby | may be defined without mention 
1'sm; f of Prayer , as appearethin the de- 
| fiuition thereof in the Dialogue: 
E {But fo cannot an Oath. There- 
tore Prayer is not of the effence of 

aLot. Neither doe the places, 7: 
Sams. 14.41. Ads r. 24. (whereof the 
ed | former was a faithleſſe prayer) 
\n { proove it. They prooye 'onely, 
that prayer was ſometimes vied 
before an extfaordinary Lot , tor 
2n immediate Providence todire& 
the eyent of it. Which is not law- 
all I fallin ordinary Lotts. Forin ſet- 
'{ ting forth tithes, Zevir. 27. 32. If 

g { was not lawfull to pray God to 
give a right. Lot. In cleQtion of 
offices ſacred , or ciyill prayer 
| 6 & - ought 


maine 


3 +4 3 


Reply 2: 
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ought tobe vſed , yetit followerhJby v! 
nottherefore, thatPrayer is part $29 P. 
of the choiſe,or that therefore rhe {derki 
EleCion,, in the nature thereof, JLott 
doth neceffarily ſuppoſe a ſpeciall Lot 1 
providence, and determining pre. [11k 


ſence of God, Laſtly , 


A Lott is dete: 


not unit ſelfe an holy thing alwayes, I Þre1 


and neceflarily , as h 


ath beene | anin 


Shewed, norindeed was ever any | dina 
{> ſave extraordinarily. Therefore Item] 
there is diff:rence betweene Lotrs | The: 


and Oathes. Indeed, Whoſoever 
$hall conremne an extraordinary 
Lot , heshall abuſc an holy thing, 


and Gods Name. | 
To. this long anſwe 


makeashort reply. For whereas 
Mr. Gatakers maine ground is this: 
FThereis no immediate providence 
of God inan ordinary , as isin au 
extraordinrry Lot, and thereypon 
he buildeth theis anſweres, The- 
refore there isno tempring of God 


to Þ 
thei 
and 
| Js an 
r I might mor 


by 
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Jby viing Lotts in ſport : Therefore 
* $00 prayer exprefled , or tobe yn- 
> Ideritood is required in ordinary 
JLotts; and Thereforean ordinary 
Loris not an holy thing in. it ſelte; 
Lmight, (referring my ſelfe to the 

is (detence of my former argument,) 
I breitely reply , and ſay. There is 
an immediate providencein an or- 
dinary. Lot. Therefore God is 
tempted by vſing Lotts in ſporte: 
Theretore Prayer expreſſed ; or 
tq be vnderſtood , is required of 
them who vie an ordinary Lot: 
and Therefore an ordinary Lot 
is an holy thing : But ſomething 
more in replying, will have more 
lavour -in reading. Therefore I 
firſt mervaile that 2. 6. forgetteth 
himſelte in. concluding,, That all 
Lotts be vnlawtull , 1trhere bean 
immediate providence inall Lotts. 
What, ? , Were extraordinary 
Lotts yalawtull too, ? Nay ; He 
ynderſtans 


: 8 
2 0 . 
| J - "i —_ — d. > 4 \ ES * >” ©T £ © - "= =. { 
"> $$ *$% wh HD.4a-- CO OT ED OIESTIEETA repent SET + = 4b. 
Aa = # 4 A « ; "0 y ky % * + =_" *h " » 4 by a6 * : F. » A "3 - > ws J 
ww 4 "#7 = "—=— =. IG *, * * 4 R . bs LA So - AY ; Ov - 4 - . a £ N 


108 
vnderftandeth an exception of|,,, ( 
them becanſe they were com:[Thjs 
maunded by God. Sol fay , ordi-[;..ty 
nary Lotts were adyiſed by. God fiing 
to end controverhes. Therefore; 
viing them,in that caſe,is no temp-| ,.,,, 
ting of God. I mervailealſo, why 
Mr. Gataker $hould ſo confidently 
affirme,that, by this courſe, that is, 
by maintainingan immediate Pro- 
vidence in all Lotts, an vnlawfull 
vie of a Lott isallowed in the roo- 
me of the onely lawfull yſe. But 1 
reterre the diſcufling thereof to 
the defence of my 7. argument: 
Againe,Itis to be obſeryed, that he 
ſett's downe a compariſon be- 
tweene an Oath,and a Lott, which 
I ſett not downe , whereby the 
minde of the reader may be trou- 
bled- For I fay not, As the Truth 
of a thing is , by an Oath , put to 
Gods Teſtimony : ſoin an ordinas} 

Ty Lot the Xght of a thing is put 
= | £0 
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on off. Gods immediate Providence. 
com: I This is thatI ſay, As an Oath,in the 
 ordi-| ature thereof fippolech the #eiH4- 
'. God ing preſence of God : ſoa Lot, in 
efore[the nature thereof , ſuppoſeth the 
of we determining preſence of God. M 
» WilyI reaſon is', Ending a citing 
lently (I fay not, Deciding a Right , for, 
natis,Þ before dividing the land of Promi- 
* Pro-f feby Lot, no tribe, or family could 
wwfull chalenge more Right to one por- 
" TOO'F tion , than toanother) Ending (1 
But 1 ſay )a Controverſy is, by a Lotre- 
of toff ferred to God's determining the 
ſame by his whole, or immediate 
diſpoſing the vncertaine Lot)toa 
certaine eyent. It is alſo to be ob- 
ſerved that in the 2. compariſog 
betweene an Oath,and a Lot, tou- 
ching Prayer , he faith , Neither is 
there in eyery Lot any ſuch ſo. 
{emne invocation. Therefore in 
ſome Eot, that is, an extraordinary 
Lot, becauſe of al immediate Pro- 
a bac videyce 
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vidence to direCt the event ofit. 
For the ſame cauſe ( ſay I } is 
prayer to be expreſſed , or vnder: 
ftocdin the vie of an ordinary Lot 
too.But ( ſaith My. Gatakey ) Prayer 
is of th& efſence of an Oath , and 
not of a Lott. I have ſaid nothing 
to the contrary; So that he might 
have ſpared his definition ot a Lot; 
But becaule he taketh a definition 
( ſuch as it is) out of my Dialogue, 
I will ſayſomewhat thereto. The 
Definition ( ſo called ) is from Lyr4, 
viz. To wſe Litts by awvariable event 


of ſome ſenſible thing to determine ſome 
aoubtfull , or uncertaine matter. Hov 
is' this matter to be Jererini 
indeed ? Even by God's whole, 
or immediate diſpoſing the Lot 1... 
Hath God the principall hand 1... 
in the determination ? and Isnoty + 
then Prayer to be expreſſed , or en 
vnderſtoodina Lot, thatis, inthe} x, x 
managing by the vers OE ? I Tir} 
PLIES a ow |. 


Now 
ces | 
form 
faith 
Lot 
This 
this,: 
that 
God 
the v 
of tt 
then 
bor! 
nary 
ro\ 
ey 
Sho1 
tians 


ITT 
t of It Now then let vs conſider the pla- 
I } hes produced to proove it. The 
Aer) former ( faith Mr. Gataker') was 
'y Lot faithleſfle,I ſay ſo too,Becauſe thar 
TayMr.ot was without any warrant. 
» and] This (notwithſtanding Prayer in 
thing this,and the other place)doth shew 
mightf nr God's people beleiving that 
a LOH] God doth henife bis tdgment by 
nition 14.6 whole, or immediate diſpofing 
gue, of that Lot , did therefore thinke 
. The themſelves bound to pray. But 
1 2374, both theis Lotts were extraordi- 
e EVER nary, wherein was an immediate 
je ſon providence of God. Therefore 
How they might wetl beleive oy 
nined Should pray. True ; So all Chrit- 
hole, F tians may , yea and muſt be- 
' LOBE kive they ought to pray in 
hand the viing ordinary Lotts, becauſe 
Isnot}of God's immediate Proyi- 
1, of dence excerciſed therein. Nay 
inthe} 5, was vnlawtull in ſetting out 
red? Þ Tithe. If fo ; Not ' becauſe 
Now |: it 
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it was an ordinary Lot (If a Lot) refo 
but becauſethe Lord expreſly ſaid] abſy 
Of all that goeth wnder the roddethe temtbf tion 
thall be bob. The inſtance of-elec- weig 
tion of offices is beſides the pur Lot 
poſe- For it is not argued thus ſis, 1 
Becaufe Gods people prayed whenſthe 
they vied a Lot, therefore thereis] the 
an immediate Providence of Godſ end 
in a Lot : But thus, There isan im [ of, 
mediate Providence of Godin a arar 
Lor,therefore Gods people prayed yzg. 
when they vied a Lot. It thenf; pl 
there be an immediate Providen Gh 
ce of God inaLot, and in regard the 
thezeof, Prayer is to be expre i 
or vuderſtood in lawtull vie otaf que 
Lot , then Praying and Playing, Mag 
( though they rime well together} alfo 
er ) rwnne not well together in the next 
Jawfull vie of a Lot. Nay rather my 
it followeth from both That a LotÞ kno 
is not to be yſcd but in acaſegl} anq 
neceſlity more, or lefſe ; and The] 1qq | 
WITTE”. refors 


2g 
 Lot)| refore ftrafinge ( 1 will.not ſay 
ly ſaid] abſurd ) is 27. Gataker his. Poſt 
he tenth tion , page 117. towitt, The lefle 
{ elece] weighty the, matter; is wherein a 
o MY Lot vied , the lawfuller the Lot 
| thus.Lis, Except it be prooved , That 
| when the lefle; weighty the/ nMſtter is, 
heres] the greater - is the neceflity of 
f Godl ending | the controverſy by, , a 
an if Lot, The ſaid Poſition is more 
din a ftrange - becauſe he [graunteth, 
Ia ed pag. OF « 'That- Prayer ſpecially 
| then plyed'to- the Lot; may, (in 
viden- rs caſe ,) be conceived, whete 
egard the - matter - is more velghtys 
'E ed, and the event of -fotne! CONIC®s 
le ofa quence /z as in- the; choiſe of > 
laying, Magiſtrate, But -eoncerning this 
ether, alſo more 5$hall be faid ' in my 
in theſ next Reply. LZa#y ; - 1: ſerves 
rather my turne that Ar. Cataker ac- 
a LA knowledgeth that God's Name, 
-alegl] and an Holy thing is abn- 


The-] ſad whenſoever anextraordinary 
efors Lot 


1t4 

Lotitcontemned , becauſe an ime he 1 
mediate- Providence of ,God is holy 
therein,© Forthe ſame canſe an or-ſ, c: 
ditizty Lot 1s the Name of God an al God 
ari Holy thing ; and therefore not auf 
to be abnfed'tn ſpotrt- Bur- Mr. Gas dent 
zaker hath shewen before thata Lot ry L 
15not,init ſelfe,anholy thing. In4yjqe 
deed; He would baye'shewenin| 1; 
his ;: reaſon! inducing him to allowſy,,, 
lofotions' Lotts ; as not -evill inf;hen 
themſelves;7that aLot is riot holyſ 1x 
either init ſelfe , or by divine inſti 1,01, 
tution.: Wherevnto I bave already {.jfe 
anſwered ſforiewhat.* But having jc 
leatned mote [(oecafionally Y- by pref 
fome' more fatisfation yanſwercy ; tir 
ſomewhat more. -A Lot'(faith 2} {ic 
Gataker ,' pag. r32- and 733-) is notfljghy 
boly , either initſelfe , becauſenf iq 1 
Cifualry hath no holineſſe- in it ſpec 
{clfe;For then all Caſualties should] git 
be holy : or By divine iaſtituton'iu] yer; 
| - Shar: 
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an ims[ rhe Word , ſanRifying it to ſome 
od is] holy Vſe. I anſerc breifely, Is 
aft Or-Jan extraordinary Lot the Name of 
od and} God , an Holy thinginit ſelfe , be= 
re ndtfcauſe of God's immediate Proyi= 
Mr. Gt dence therein; and not anordings 
ta Lot ry Lot in reſpect of the-ſame: Pro» 
g- Infyidence 7 If it be, Then,though all 
weninſeaſyalties be not holy in themſel- 
allouſyes, yetall lawtull Lotts be holy in 
will inf hemſelyes; So that as the Bush 
Xt holy thatburnt'; and waſted not , was 
e inftf1oly, when God manifeſted him- 
Ir cady ſelfe to Moſesin it , pag. 758, ſo a Lot. 
navingh j;-holy , becauſe of God's ſpeciall 
' ) by Preſence therein. Herein they 
W, for differ: The Bushi was holy but for 
iſwere a time, becauſe God Was preſent 
th 2} inic but fora time : Whereas a Lot 
is not} ;; holy from time to time.; ſoottas 
aulcR} jr5s lavfally vicd, becauſe of Gods 
10 MY fecialt” proſence. therein from 
houldl gjine to time,: Therefore Howſoe- 
200! jor ſport might have beene made 


— 


£8 with the Bush the ſ peciall preſcce of God bes 
; d.yct Ought ſport neyer be madg 
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. nannce,is holy in it ſelfe: But(ashe 
-acknowledgeth , pag, 7. ).a Lot is 


116 
with a Lot, becauſe God's ſpeciall 
Foe is eyer therein. Againe; 
neede not proove that an ordi- 
nary Lot to ende controverfies 
is by divine inſtitution in the word, 
ſecing Mr. Gataker graunteth that 
God in Prov. 12. 78. adviſeth vs to 
vie it to that ende. But it is not 
ſanCtified to an holy vie. I have 
Shewcd otherwiſe. But what then? 
Is not a Lot therefore alwayes 
holy in itſelfe , as Ar. Gataker faith 
mn this paſſage ? Were all cxtraor- 
dinary Lotts fanftified to hel 
vies ? Yet My. Gataker deeniedl 
them all holy in themfelyes , be- 
cauſe of God's immediate Proyi- 
dence in them. Why may not1I, 
for the ſame cauſe,thinke the ſame 
-of all ordinary Lotts ? And the ras 
ther,becauſe My. Catakey ſaith , pag: 
227. Marriage, being Gods Ordi- 


_. Gods 
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1, pag: 
Ordi- 
(as be 
Lot is 
Gods 
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Gods - Ordinaunce ; Therefore, 
from his graunt, a Lot is holy init 
ſelte.If then a Lot be holy in it ſelfe 
I conclude with 2fr. Gataker,pag.r33- 
It may in no caſe, with no caution, 
be made matter of ſport.Now then 
I proceed to my z. argument, 
which is this, pag. 155. 

Whatſoever God hath ſantified Dralog. 
toaproperend,is not to be perver- Mat34. 
ted toa worſe end : But God hath yy,nd 
ſanctified Lotrs to a proper end, 26.55. 
viz: To end Controverſies, There- as 
fore man is not topervgrtthem to jy, 5: 
a worſe, viz: To play , and by play- 16 
ingto get away another mans mo- 
ney, which, without controverſy is 
his owne. The Afumption is am» 
plified by the like yſe of an Oath. 
This 479497 is faulty. But may be 4#"ſw, 
mended hz. That which God bath 
ſanRified to ſome proper vie is not 
co be applicd to any ocher,eſpecial- 
a worſe. But God bath ſauctityed 

| H 3 Lotts 
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ers 


L.otts to this propre vie , to witt,” 


the deciding of Controverfies in 
matters of weight ; A Lott there- 


fore may not be applied to any 
- other vic , much lefſe to a worle. : 


But to aunſwere the argument. 
The Propoſition is graunted , it, 


[ To Sanitifie | be vnderſtood-in. a 


larger ſenſe , as meates areſzid to 
beſanctified , by God's ward , for 
man's tood , and The ynheleiving 


leever, andif thereby be alſo vn= 
derſtood the ſanCtification,and ap*+ 
probation of the whole kinde. To 


the Aſſumption, and amplification 


thercof,itis anſwered. Thar place, 
Prov. 18. 18, doth not intoyne the 


mate ſanctified to the maried be- ; 


vic of a Lot ; Nor reftrainerh it'to | 
theending of ftrife'; Much lefle to 


che ending of great quarrells one- 
ly, For,ending (trite is but one vie 
amonglt many, 1ochna, 7. 74. 11125 1, 
7. 4+» Sam, Ig, 42. Levit: 16.8; v. SO 
mand 5 tee peak ps 4; 
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P-br. & 16. doth not. she w that en- 
ding-a Controyerſy.is the onely 
Jawtill yſe of an Oath. For there 
bs ather vies of it, As, togiye alli 
rance- of the performance of Co= 
venants, and promiſes. For, what 


controyerſy was| there betweene a 
1,522M, 


lonaihan, and David tobe ended by 1 - 
Oath when they {ware cither to 17, 4;, 
ane Ric o3 ih, "* 
I would thanke 24. Gataker- for Reply g2 
mending mine argument z - j 
e;it he 


there þe notany great need 
had not put into his Aſſumption 
theis wordes | 11 matters of weight | 
for his awne purpoſe , as Shall aps 
peare, But to the matter, In ming 
yaderſtanding, and meaning,the 
Propoſition doth ſufficiently ex- 
vref all that which mooveth 2. 
Gataker to graunt it, Well, Then 
let vs gow? 1 his oppoſition made 
to. the Aſſumption , and the am». 
Plificationthergof, Doth A, Gates 
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ker imply a Lot not be ſanQified,: 
becauſe ( as he ſaith now peremp- 
torily ) itis notinioyned 2 What! 
Is Recreation { ingenerall) inioy- 
ned by precpt, if not directly, yet 
(at leaft ) by iult conſequence , as 
Mr. Gataker in his allowance of luſo. 
rious Lotts , faith is graunterth by 
all,pag. 7;8 ? and is not ſo vſefullan 
Ordinance,as is a Lot, to end Cons 
troverhies, inoyned by precept ei- | 
ther dire&tly,or by wt conſequen- 
ce ? Doth Gad more carctully 
provide for recreation , than for 
peace amongft his people ? But A, 
Gataker 1s not ſo peremptory in an 
other place,paz.r;5.where he ſaith, 
The yle of Lotts is not ſimply com- 
maunded , For. Prov, 18. 18. is Ra» 
ther a permiſionthana precepr, 8 
Not ſo much a commanndement 
a5 an advife , & connſaile, T will come 
fo an iflue, It it will pleaſe 2G, 
to {ct downe his iuſt conſequence 
£0 
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| to proove Recreation inioyned 
| by precept,I will yndertake to ſett 
downe as iuft a conſequence to 
proove,thata Lot toend a Contro- 
yerſy is likewiſe inioyned by pre- 
cept. In meane while I cannot be 
perſwaded that our God of peace, 
who commaundeth'ys to ſeeke pea- 
ce,and follow after it, and hath or- 
deined a Lot, wherein he is ſpecial- 
- {ly preſent by his immediate provi- 
ence,tocnd controverſies, which 
otherwiſe cannot be ended conve- 
I niencly , doth leave vsat liberty in 
that caſe, to yſe,or not to yie a Lot. 
But ſuppoſe the yſe of a Lot be not 
(thus )1njoyned, yet doth not Gods 
eounſel(which me thinkes is a coman- 
{| demet though it be ſaid of mars con- 
ſel! that it is no commaundement) 
ſanctity it to be vied to end con- 
troveriies.This (7:hjake) will not be 
denied : Butit is denied That the 
vie of a Lot is reftrained to end 
Hs  contoy 
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controverſies , minch leſſe great” fin 
quarrelles onely , and ſundry ins 
ſtancesare given of viing Lorts to 
other endes than to'end contras' 
verhies. But all thoſe Letts were] 
extraordinary. Therefore,where- 
as in the beginning of this anſwere Þpre 
where he would tinde fault with fthe 
mine argvment , heſaith, That the 
vie of Lotts in play is ever to de=- 
cide ſome queſtion, or controvers 
fy,though a light one(it is like)yet 
a queltion , 6r controverſy truely 
ſo tearmed , otherwiſeit were na þ 
Lot. It he meane a Lot-in gene- 
rall, then( with his favour )he for. 
etteth himſelte in ſayingLotts,by 
Kim quoted were not to end cons 
troverſies: If he ſpeake ofa Lot in 
pr beingan ordinary Lot,thenÞ 
e failethin indgmeat, In denying fl 
that the yſe of ordinary Lotts 
( whereofis the queſtion)is reftral- 
nedtocnd controverhes, and The Jhis g 
Pen 1 4e- inſtances | 
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> great” Jinſtances which he giveth. being 
dry ins extraordinary Lotts,are not to the 
GLrts to: point. Befides: T he ſubieQ-mat+ 
-ontrae ter of an extraordinary Lot being 
's were Þy God's ſpeciall direction, ifitbe 
where- [awtull,there may ( happily ) be no 
nſ{were preſent controverſy. Whereas, 
t with fthe ſubiet-matter of an ordinary 
hat the Lot, being ſomething queſtioned 
to de=pþetweene man, & man, there may 
.rovers ea great controverſy. Lay, May 
ke)yctÞþe, For it it be well obſerved,in an - 
truely fordinary Lot there js not alwayes 
ere nq xpreſent controve y to be deter= 
 gene+ fnined: But alwayes ſomequeſtion 
he for+$o be decided to prevent a cons 
Yts,by froverly. - As may appeare by Mr. 
d consÞGzrakters owne wordes, partly here, 
LotinFyhere be ſaith[That there muſt be 
t,thenfome queſtion, or controyerſy , or 
enying felſe.it is no Lot; ]but more evident- 


Lotts fly, where he ſaith; That the Lot v- 
reftral- Jed by the ſouldiers about Chrilt 
1d The [his garments,which he truly calleth 
tances | TOY a 
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V24 | 
a ſerious diviſory Lat , was to pre. * 
yent all contention,and Frife, pay. 
176. & 177. Such was the Lot al 0 46" 
which was vſied about dividing, the pou 
Land of Promiſe , about which was by 
no preſent controverſy. For God, 
who would haye no controyerlies, 
whould have alſo ſuch things res 
mooved which may caufe, oriuftly 
occaſion controverlies. Therefore 
Chrift expounding the commaun. 
Muth.s, Jement. Thou shallt not kill , for. 
biddeth wordes of provocation, 
About which ordinary Lot , God: 
who Kknoweth how ordinary or 
common , controverhies , and the 
occaſions thereofbe, giveth direc. 
tion in Prev. 12. 74, That which is 
faid of an ordinary Lot may iuftl 
be alſoſajd of an Oath, that the y 
ofitis ſanCtified to end controver- 
Ges by preſent determination, of 
prevention. For, as it is true, that 


eb, 6, 16, implicth,that Gods Oath] ;. 
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'Jfo man is more inviolable, than an 


| P Oath from man to man , whereof 
ot allo 


onely, M.G:taketh knowledge, ſoit pa,r75, 
is true, that Heb.s. 75. intimateth, 
0 SI That, as an 0arh , for confirmation, 
or Gog, is amongſt men an end of all ſtrife: 
verhcs, ſo Gods 0ath for confirmation of 
78 [his promiſe to Abrahams,was to put 
ortly the matter out of doubt, queſtion, 
crefo or controyerſy* Elſe, theis wordes 
on Wf 4nendofallrife}were to nopurpo- 
il for: ſe.But thatthey were to the purpo- 
Wo ſe by me vnderftood, appeareth in 
-. God 


the 2* «ex? verſ. where it is written. 
"ary OM That God bound himſelfe by Oath as to 
and they es the tableneſſe of bis Counſel, ſo that 
p direc- the heires of promiſe might have ffronz 
which is conſolation .So that Gods Oath to 4- 
yy wRYY ;,.hamtooke away doubting, quel- 
;the y tioning , & all ſtrife that might be, 
troYehy not one ly in Abrahaxminde,but alſo 
100» Of inthe mindes ofthe hrires of promiſe. 
Therefore an 0ah.doth not onely 
end preſet carroverſies, according to 
| M » G, ynde T'=- 
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vnderſtanding',| but confirming a" {c] 
promiſe ; ,or coveaant doth' alſo: ® « 
endea ſtrife, though there be none] 13 
preſent, when the Oath is given, to'J 851 
wit ',' by Prevention. Now let ys ker 
ſomewhat conſider Mr.Gatakers pure *Y 1 
poſe in putting into the Aſump#%+ 
tion, theis wordes | 11 matters of the 
w2i7zhr. | Forſooth, By denying the VE! 
th: fame', to make way for light out 
matters ;| and conſequently tor [At 
playing with Lottes. Becanſe(as he JO! 
aith /, pazi 139; ) they belt agree 
with the nature of Lotts, thats, 
with vncertaine hazard. Surely; 

If Myr. Gataker had acknowledged 
God's ſpeciall preſence by his-im- 
mediate Providence in a Lot , as 
being a Lot ordained by God.,..to 
end controverſies: ,| he wouldmnot 
have ſo written; but 'de ened 
weighty matters - beſt -'agreeing}” 
vfebrhe ature ofaLoe.” Iriperks 
that a matter of lefle weight/1n'i8 | = 
5 ſelte] . 
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{clfe may be the ſubieQ-matter of 

| a controyerly , as-a controverſy. 
.| may be among men, as well meane, 

| as might, yin their ſtate, as Mr. Car4- 
ker here ſaith pa. 737. For by migh- 
[ty men(.asin Gey. 6. 4.10 ) in Prov. 
14. 14, are meant Men ftrong in 
{their affetions , foas the contro- 
I verfy cannot be well ended with- 
out a*Lot, whether the ſubiec&- 

- matter of the Controverſy be of 
more; or lefſe ple. ag it{clte; ſo 
fas there is a neceility that one or 
+:<. {both parties be ſatisfied. For other- 
- [wiſe there may be a great quarrell 
about a! matter of leſſe weight. 
NeitherdoelT ſay, that onely great 
Jquarrells are to beended, orpre- 
yented by a Lot , as Mr. Gataker de- 
Inieth not, but ſome may. For (as 

be faith truly, pag. 173.) God fpea- | 
-1 (Keth in Prov. 18.728. of contentions 
Jin generall. Here then we may 


[eater into further conſideration 
HR | of 
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of that which Mr. Cataker writeth, ri 
» P4g- 735. to wit, That,by the forceſ {;, 

ot our diſcourſe againſt prayig "08 
with a Lot, the onely lwfull view, 
cordemnedh, and an vnlawfull vie ©, 
3s allowed in the roome thereof, 
What is that Onely lawfull vi cy 
of a Lot ? I can finde. nonq 
other than The putting of that te,;,, 
a Lot which he calleth (pag-130:Yhur 
A matter of mere indiffterency{, 
that is, Suchas is not materially, 
whether a man doe,or omitt: How ſpe 
ſoever there may be alawtull viq;;.. 
ofa Lot 2bout fucha matter quek ma) 
tioned to determine, or preven tyt 
Controverſy , yet I won@r thatf,..; 
Ady. Garaker deemeth it that onelfſc, 
lawful. Doth not he graunt,; pagfy 
97. That Prayer ſpecially applyeQter; 
to a Lot way .be conceived Witrg, 
weighty matters,asin the choiſe lf he 
a Magiſtrate , which is not a matte vg! 
of mere indifferency, that is , ſuckſ 

as 
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" fing of Gods Ordinance?But (faith 
Mr. Gather (glad of :any- thing to 
— for playing with'a'{Lots”) 
he vic ofa Lotinplayis eyer'to 
decide ſome Jaeftion, 'orcontro-« 
yerſytruelyſotearmed.itfo, Then 
he .might- have called" ita ſerions 
Lot,according to his dectrine, the 
lightneffe of the! ſubieR-marter 
controverted ', notwithſtanding. 
But whereabour'is' that" fi 
Controverſy ? My, Garaker 19 \-his | 
written an{were to my Di ; 
before mentioned \, 'fayth. "The 
Controverſy tendeth to Victory, 
which till itbe decided;; thereisa 
Controverſy though a '4ght one; 
yet a Controverſy , truely {o tear« 
med. Buris that trnely or worthi- 
£00 be called A Victory , which 
leth out by hap-hazard ( accor-+ 
ding to M. Gatakers efteeminga Lot): | vic 
without any deſcrt ? But (ſayI} Yo 
Isit nota tempting ef God to put! ] U 
ER him, | W 
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him3by his inimediate Providenca 
'in+diſpoſing the; Lot: ," tb" hemwour 
(1-ſay-not.,. hononr) ſome of the 
-yaine glorious fooles with ſuppo- 
ſed Victory , whomake apreten- 
ded: -controverſy- there-abour, 
whercas (before they. intended to 
y with a Lot) there was none in- 
| deed+?/Is thisa-Controverſy truly 
ſo'rearmed-f:L need ſay no-more, 
and therefore proceed-ro:the laſt 
argumet(whereot,but partis mine) 
Iris this, page 173+ | 
That , which there is neither 
preceptfor,nor practiſe of;in Gods 24444 
, pord; general ,or ſpeciall, expreſ- 
d: or :indplied / that there' 1s no 
warrant forinthe word : But ſuch 
[| is thevſc of Lottsin game. For we 
- | rcade inScripture that Lotts were 
) | vied'; but in ſerious matters one- 
Yi bohp by Iewes,, and Gentiles ; Nei- 
q | is there any warrant in the 
n, | Word for the ludicrous yie of 
wit! ng I 2 thee 
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them, by precept,, or practiſe , ge» 
nerall,or ſpeciall,expreſſed;or im-_ 
plied; There is no warrant there-' 
tore for luſorions Lotts in Gods 
word. Wits. 
The Propoſition is vnſound; 
For an argument holdeth (indeed) 
from the Negative in mattets of 
Faith , but not in matters of Fa. 
Mnch lefſe may a man reaſon from 
a matter of £1#,to a mattet+ of: 
Right negatively. For many things 
are of ordinary yſe, whereof there 
is nomention atall in Gods Word, 
which yer all generally allow , as 
ſugar for ſweetning, &ec. Secondh; 
An action may have warrant ſutfi- 
ciently by permiſſton, without pre- 
cept , or practiſe. For where God' 
bath not limited the vſe of any' 
creature, or Ordinance , there he'l 
bath left the vſe of it free: Where 
he hath not determined the Cir- 
cumſtances of any aCtion , there, 
ws what] 
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what he hath not prohibited, that 
Tas he hath permitted. For this cauſe, 
thares! inthe point of Gods worship', the 

Coag | argument boldethtrom the Nega 
'I tive , for the ſubſtance of it, Be- 
ound; cauſe God hath determined w:But 
deed) [2 civill affaires , it will norholde 
+ of | from the Negative to diſallow 
£ 7479, | ought , becauſe God hath nor de- 
\ from | *ermined them: 
et. of. | + Gataker in his booke sheweth 
things many inſtances of Lotts vied/both 
hers | by Teves, and Gentiles , and all in ſe- 
vord, rious matters. . Which intimateth 
W, 4s tome, that they , by the light nor 
condly; onely of the Word , but otnature 
q ſat. roo diſcerned » that Lotts are tobe 
'tpre- vied onely in ſerious matters. O 
: God {ff vs take heed how weput outſo 
f any great light. Burlet vs conſider his 
Te he'll anſwere,which is onely to the Pro- 
' Þ poſition , though I have already 


/here 
e Cir- confuted many principall parts 


there, 


e , ge- 


thereof. In my Dia/ogue to shew 
I 3 that. 


Ier,7.31 
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that the Spirit ſometime reaſoneth] - 
from a matter of £:to'a matter{ wh 
of righr, negatively , Iquote theis| .&* 
Scriptures , 10h1 #. 39. 40. 1- Cor: 11: & 
15. The wordes of the former be a" 
the , Tee oe about to kill me ; "4 man Ty 
that hathrulde yourhe wrath ; This did not: 
Abraham, The arguments" this]: 
Abraham did notkill any that tolde 
him the truth”, Therefore- yee tai 
ought nat goe abont to kill me , it] :8* 
_—_ be ſonnes of Abraham, f.V® 
This is Chri#f his Logicke , 'where- .he 
with I dare finde no fanlt : Neither- 
doth My. Gataker,- Forhe faith nos v6 
thing toit , becauſe rhe Printer put-J-©2 
teth for -vy/. 40. the 42. verſ: whe- W 
rewith My. Garaker maketh paſtime, 
bur T-will let paſſe time now to} -* 
_rakefurther knowledge of it.” Of} ** 
.the' other quotation the wordes |" 
be theis, We have no ſuch cuſtorse, war | 
Fhe Churches of God. The conſequent 
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_ wit 10 pray Uncovered. Hereynto My, 

| G&eteranſiercth indeed , butfo, 
| that he doth not deny. that Paw 
gueth negatively from a matter 

. of Fi7toamatterof Right. Which 
 lsall that I intended by. the quota- 
;s* this], $102.,and not, toimagine this argu- 
ment. The Churches of God, and 
=. vos 1 faithfull men doe; notyſe Lotts in 
&1 Gaming; Therefore ſuch gaming is 

. | yvnlawiull. So that I neede not 


herein reply vpon. 'Mr. Gatater', I 
C 


.onely wonder. that he ſaith, ' The 
vis. of Lotts in gameshath beene 
common inthe Churches of God. 

he. 1. What!In the publicke Aſſemblies? 
2s.was the. fault of women their 
heads vncovered in the. Church 

r — Off at Corih ?. But Mr. Gatater in this 
[anſwer ſpeaketh of things merely 

> | natural, or civill., as ſweetning 
with ſagar , &c: I willnot now in» 
deayour to .. proove that in the 
Word there is matter ofiuſt conſe- 

I 4 query 


j x \ bl p — £4 XL 
GPGOn oor tt FAAG 2m to SEAS ATT -  <EASDRIE A, Er COEIOAS Cf xo 


-- 4. Jo A pay "ns = 
. % « 
4A. YT 77 Eeae ww cm mh 


. 
—_ —_— 
on Duets + » l : 


x'36 

quence either generall,or implied 
( which isa part of the propofition) 
to allow as well ſweetning; with 
ſagar , &c. as Recreation if gene» 
rall, and therefore they-may be 
mk lawtull though they be net men- 
"yt ' tionedin the Word. But ſuppole. 
190 M.Gatakersaxiome holdethrin them, 
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290 ' What is thatto Logts', wherein 1s 
Tack the Name of God by his immedi» 
et te providence,and the vſe whereof 
n_ is limited to Ende ſerious contro» 
1 verſies?In regard whereof doubtI 
not but an argument concerning: 
{Bp the vieofthem , may holde from 
Li'l the Negative in matter of Fatt, as 
TW wellas inmatter of Fazth, or of the! 
T4 point of Gods worship forthe ſub. 
4 ; ſtance of it, | ForI preſume that as! 
IS Abraham would not , if he had had: 
oo occaſion , ashe did not, killa man' 
8 that tolde him the truth: ſo that all! 
who feared God, and kriiew the: 
nature,and vie otaLot,wonld not, 
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as they did not, vica Lotin 
| Secondly. Why may not there be for 
a thing permitted , ſome precept 
ina the Word, generall, or implied? 
The permiſhon ofany thing muſt 
be in the Word, either exprefſe or 
| by iuſt confequence, and then the 
thing ſo permitted is indifferent. 
| But: My. Gataker reconfileth theis 
two axiomes | Every action ut indiffe- 
rent, 8& [ No action s indifferent, thus, 
[Every naked and bare action fim- 
I ply conceived,is indifferent : Burt, 
No actioncladde with his particu- 
[lr circumſtances , is indifferent, 
#, as | pag. 94. Sothat, he concludeth it 

'{ to be moſt true, That no particu- 
| larmorall action, or Noaction of 
the reaſonable creature, procee- 


' | fo indifferent, butit muſt of neceſ- 
ſity ; be either conformable to the 
rules of Gods holy word, ordiſ- 


conformable therevnto ; pag-.as- 
I5 The 
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game, | 


dingfrom reaſon , can poflibly be 


| 
bo 
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Theis things, eſpe peeally thels Pat WT. 
'des(Rules of Gods Ward, confide-| -x3 
red;)Inwmy fay, that howfocver af ;,4., 
naked indifferent tliju en PE 6 
-miſſton', yer a clothe 
thing , if lawful, 5$by þ precep 
-role;as well as My. Gather Cath, 
Ereation''jn generall, i is - both” 
permiſſion, and by precept, Tac, 
exprelly | yer by iuſt con ſec quence 
Fay: 158; Dorh then av. Carabe 
kts —— juſt exception 
againft the Propofition? Tou 

his proofethar Permiſſion i chin 
I; Chen warrant: I&Z# would know 
what ordinance of God that is, 
which hath not ſome limited , 'or 
appointed vic thereof... I am ſure, 
and have shewed, that Gods ordl- 
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7: 2, nancetouching a Lot, hath. Secondh, 
bj: I greive tb obſcrve whata gappe 
| boa | Arr. Gazakey hath , by this doctrine, 
Ae opened to icemtioufueſ What! 

ray man difpoſcd to finne, imploy 
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*« ogy 22 creature , whole ſe God hath 

\nfide.| »o* Hitaited ; to wharviehe will? 

nn No; Bor here is robe 

ct 2 that Exception whith. 

£41 inthenext part ofthe reaſon-toy- 

og cling feumftances, viz{ Any vie, 

bur tivt which is prohibired How. 

TfocyerTcould demurre therevpan, 

eſpecially X 30 expel rohibi- 

tion bevnderftood.. yet herein! 

wilthe filent hayingenough grann- 

ted me. For the vic. of Lotts x 


game is prohibited by juft;conſe- 
quences, asThaye demonſtrated. 
For the better -vnderftanding of ; 
boner. web of the reaſon;(baſtingto 


an end )Ionely defire an an{were 
to this queſtion, - Is:any vie. of a 
Lot lawtull where the circumftan- 
ces of Time, Place, and Perſons be not 
determined ? If My. Garokerexcept 
an extraordinary yie,l may as well 
except the luſorions vie of Lotts, 
In auſwere to the COR 
| ® 
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of this reaſon , Seppoting, that an. 
argument holdeth from the, Nega-. 
tive. for the inbſſancs 0 Gods 
Worshippe , I yet make this 2uere. 
Whethe, onely becauſe GI 
determined it? For in thoſe places I, 
of 7eremy, God doth blame his peo- [5 
le onely for ving a worship 4 
T which he commaunded nt |, Wit- 
hour any intimation that he pre-Jc:,q 
cribed his owne worship. To the... - 
ſame purpoſe writeth Paul to the 
Coloſc5ans againſt traditions of men,., thing 


and will-worship, not for Mr. Gata= |... 


ters cauſe , but becauſe in ſo wors-f,j..., 


hipping they held not the Head, .. e7 


Ver. 19. which is Chri#, King of his Bur 
Church teaching, and governing; 1. 
the ſamein all things. But in Dew. a5 


My. Gatakers caule is implied. It 1s] fon. 


true, that there God for biddeth, the 1 
his people ro 1nquire how other na-, reci 
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